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कारियों ( संघ राज्य मेख - प्रशासनों को छोड़कर ) द्वारा जारी किये गये प्रादेश और अधि पचनाएं 
Orders and Notifications 193ued by Central Authorities (other than the Administrations of Union 

Territories ) 


. ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 


New Delhi, the 15th May, 1997 


भाग्म निर्वाचन आयोग 

नई दिल्ली , 15 मई, 1997 
मा . अ . 117 - -निर्वाचन आयोग , 3 - मोलाबा संसदीय 
नि चिन क्षेत्र में लोक सभा के लिए श्री मदल रहमान गफूर के 
निगचिन का मौसी हो वाले श्री अनन्त सामन सारे द्वारा 
दाखिल की गई 1996 य. निविन अर्जी संख्या 1 में मई 
लिले 3 . न्यायालय , मम्बई के तारीग्र 17 तार 22 
अक्टूबर , 1996 के निर्णय को लाक प्रतिनिधित्व अधिनि , 
1931 ( 15 : 1 का 43 ) की धारा 106 के अन् मरण 
में इसके द्वारा प्रकाशित करता है । 
( मिण व अमिचना के अंग्रेजी भाग में छपा है ) 
14 . 82/महा. - लो स ./ 1/ 96] 

आदेश मे , 
बाव राम , सचिव 


O . N . 117 . --In pursuance of Section 106 of 
the Representation of the People Act , 1951 
( 43 of 1951 ) , the Election Commission here 
by publishes the judgement dated 17th & 22nd 
October, 1996 of the High Court of judicature 
at Mumbai in Election Petition No. 1 of 1956 
by Shri Anant Vaman Tare challeng 
ing the election of Shri Abdul Rehman 
Gafur to the Lok Sabha from 3- Kulabu Parlia 
mentary Constituency . 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE 

2 . On the Elcction Petition being filed , sum 
AT BOMBAY 

mons was ordered to be served to the Respon 
ORDINARY ORIGINAL CI 

dent, and was accordingly served . Along with 
JURISDICTION 

the summons, a copy of the election petition 

lias been served to the respondent. The respon 
CHAMBER SUMMON NO 880 OF 1996 

dent by this chamber suinmons prays for the 
IN 

rejection of the Elcction Petition , contending 
ELECTION PETITION NO . 1 OF 1996 

that the copy of the Election Petition , which 

hs been served to him , is not a truc copy of 
Shiri Anant Waman Tare , 

the original election petition , and therefore , 
Adult, Indian Inhabitant 

there is infringement of Section 81 ( 3 ) of the 
Resirling at 34 , Bhagyalaxmi, 

Act, the consequences of which should be the 
Building , shrirang Society , 

rejection of the Election Petition under Sec 
Thanr , , District- Thane . 

. . Petitioner tion 86 ( 1 ) of the Act. 

Versus 
1 . Ehri Abdul Rehman Abdul Gaffur 
Antully , Adult. Indian 

3 . It was not in dispuie before the court 
Inhabitant, residing at and post 

that, in the petition , the clection petitioner has 
Amber, Taluka Mhasale , 

not alleged any corrupt practice , within the 
District- - Raigad . 

nicaning of that expression . as used in Section 

123 of the Act, against the Respondent or his 
Shri Raghunath Rathod , 

Election Agent or any other person , who acted 
Returning Officer , 

with the consent of the Respondent or his Elec 
3 . Kulaba Parliamentary 

tion Agent, Mr. Manohar , the learned coun 
Constituency, 

sel for the Respondent, who argued the Cham 
District Raigad , having his 

ber Summon of length , fairly conceded that in 
office at Collector s Office , 

vicw of the aforesaid fact, it was not strictly 
District -Raigad . . . Respondents , 

necessary for the Election Petitioner to have 

filed , along with the Election Petition , an affi 
Mr. V . R . Manohar with Mr. R . S . Desai davit contemplated by the proviso appearing 

with Mr. Vishwaject Sawant i b Ms. at the end of Sub -scction 1 of Section 83 of the 
Desai & Diwanji for Respondent No . Act . However, Mr. Manohar very strenuously 
1 in support. 

contended that, as a matter of fact, in the pre 
Mr. J . B . Chinai with Mr. B . D . Joshi 

sent Election Petition , the Eleviion Petitioner 

has filed an affidavit, and therefore , even tho 
for the Petitioner to show causc . 

ugh the Election Petitioner was not required 

to file such an affidavit, once , such an affidavit 
CORAM : K . S . SHAH , J. 

had been filed, it would forin the integral part 

of the election pctition , and as the copy of that 
Date : 17th & 220 :1 October, 1996 

allidavit which has been served to the respon 

dent, along with the copy of the election peti 
ORAL JUDGMENT : 

tion , is not a truc copy of the original affidavit , 

the Petition suffers from the infringement of 
1 . This Chamber Summons has been taken Section 81 ( 3 ) of the Act, and is liable to be 
out by the Respondent in the Main Election dismissed under Section 86 ( 1 ) of the Act . 
Fetition viz . Returned Candidate who has been Apart from this, it was also contended on be 
declared elected as a Member of the Parlia half of the Respondent that even otherwise , 
iment from Constituency No . 3 Kulaba, Par the copy of the Election Petition , which has 
lianrentary Constituency . District . Raigad . been served to the Respondent is not a truc 
The election pctitioner has challenged the elec copy of the original Election petition , and 
tion of the respondent on the grounds contem therefore , also thic Election Petitionc , is fiable 
plated by Section 100 ( d ) ( iii ) and ( iv ) of the to be dismissed under sectio :) 36 ( 1 ) of the act 
Representation of the People Acts , 1951 ( for for the infrinvenient of Section 81 ( 3 ) of the 
short " the Act" ) . 

Act, 
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- , 
Court to be acquainted with the 

facts of the case. 
( 2 ) The persons veriïying shall specify , 

by reference to the numbered para 
graphs of the pleading, what he veri 
fies of his own knowledge and what 
he verifies upon information receiv 
ed and believed to be true. 


( 3 ) The verification shail be signed by 

the person making it and shall state 
the date on which and the place at 
which it was signed ." 


2973 )] 

HTTCT AT T1998 : 
- - ---- - --- - - -- -- - - 

4 . It was also contended by Mr. Mnohar, 
the learned counsel for theR ividerit that 
under Section 83 of the Act, the election Peti . 
tion is required to contain a concise statement 
of material facts on which the clection petitio 
ner relics . According to Mr. Manohar , there 
fore, the concisc statement of material facts 
which has been annexed to the clection petition 
would become the integral part of the election 
petition , and that concise statement is also 
under clause ( c ) of Section 83 of thic Act, re 
quired to be signed by tlic clection petitioner 
and verified in the inanner laid down in the 
Code of Civil Procedure , 1908 for verification 
of the pleadings. In the present case, submit 
ted , Mr. Manohar , the concise statement of 
material facts, on which the petitioner relies, 
has been filed at pages 70 to 75 of the election 
petition . However , that concise statement, 
though it purports to have been signed by the 
clection petitioner, has not been verified in the 
manner laid down in the Code of Civil Pro 
cedure, 1908 for verification of the pleadings, 
and therefore , the copy of the election petition , 
which has been served to the respondent, and 
which includes a copy of the concise statement 
of material facts , is not the copy of the con 
cise statement of material facts which is in 
conformity with the provisions of Section 
83 ( c ) of the Act, and therefore , also the elec 
tion petition is liable to be rejected in limine . 


5 . On behalf of the Election Petitioner , the 
Chamber Summons has been opposed . 


8. To the aforesaid Rule 15 by way of 
Bombay High Court Amendment, at the end 
of sub - rule ( 1 ) , the following proviso has been 
added with effect from October 1 , 1983 : 
" Provided that in respect or pleadings to 

be filed in the Bombay City Civil 
Court such verification shall , within 
the local jurisdiction of the Court, 
be made before one of the officers of 
the said Court einpowered to admi 
nister oath , and clscwhere, before 
any officer mentioned in 139 Code of 

Civil Procedure , 1908 ." 
9 . Thus, by sub -rule ( 1 ) of Rule 15 , plead 
ings are required to be verified at the foot by 
the party or by one of the parties pleadings or 
by some other person proved to the satisfac 
tion of the Court to be acquainted with the 
facts of the case . By virtue of the High Court 
Amendment, insofar as is relevant, it is further 
provided that in respect of the pleadings to 
be filed in any court other than the Bombay 
City Civil Court, the verification contemplated 
by sub -rule ( 1 ) of Rule 15 is required to be 
made before any officer mentioned under Sec 
tion 139 of the Code of Civil Procedure , 1908 . 
Sub -rule ( 2 ) of Rule 15 provides that the per 
son verifying shall specify , by reference to the 
numbered paragraphs of the pleading what 
he veriſies of his own knowledge and what 
he verifies upon information received and be 
lieved to be true . Sub - rule 13 ) of Rule 15 
postulates that the verification shall be signed 
by the person making it and shall state the 
date on which and the place at which it was 
signed . 


6 . I have heard the learned counsel for the 
parties to this Chamber Summons. 


7 . The election petition proper (withuout 
the annexures , etc . ) in the present case consists 
of pages 1 to 20 of the compilation of the Peti 
tion . At page 20 of the copilation of the elec 
tion petition , the election petitioner has verifi 
ed the election petition as per the requirements 
of Section 83 ( c ) of the Act. Rulo 15 of Order 
VI of the Code of Civil Procedure , deals with 
the verification of pleadings , as follows : 


“ 15 . Verification of pleadings.- - - ( 1 ) Save 

as otherwise provided by any law 
for the time being in force , every 
pleading shall be verified at the foot 
by the party or by one of the parties 
pleading or by some other person 
proved to the satisfaction of the 


Section 139 of the Code of Civil procedure 
cnumerates the authorities and the officers wlio 
may administer the path to the dcponant who 
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wants to swear an affidavit under the Code of 11 . Now , if we compare thic verification at the 
Civil Procedure . 

foot of the election petition proper i.c , at page 20 of 
the compliation of the election petition with what 

appears at the foot of the conCI$ : statement on page 
Thus, it brcomes clelar that by virtue of Section 

75 , we find marked difference , inasmuch as, that, 
83 of the Act, an election pelilion is required to be 

while at page 20 , we find the verification as required 
signed by the election petitioner and verified in the 

to be made under Section 83 ( C ) of the Act read 
manner laid dowu in the Code of Civil Procedure 

with Rulo 15 of Order Vl of the Code of Civil Pro 
for verification of pleadings. Section 83 of the Act 

cedure, no such verification is io be found at the 
also provide that an election petition shall contan a 

foot of or bolow the concise statement of matena! 
concise statement of material facts on which the 

facts which starts at page 70 and onds at page 75 
Petitioner relies . In the present case , the election 

of the compilation of the election Petition , 
petitioner has filed such a concisc statement which 
is to be found at pages 70 to 75 of the compliation 
of the clection , petition . 

12 . Based on this essential difference , and the 
At the foot of that concise 
stateinent, there appears the signature of the Elec 

omission of the verification as per the requirements 
tion Petitioner . It appears that the concise state 

of Section 83 ( c ) of the Act read with Rule 15 of 
ment was originally sigued by the petitioner on June 

Order VI of the Code of Civij procedure , Mr. 
21, 1996 . However , that date has subsequently 

Manohar, the learned counsel for Respondent No. 1 
been changed to June 24 , 1966 . By the side of the 

submitted that as the concise statement is an integral 
signature of the Petitioner at page 75 of the com 

part of the election petition , it is required to be 
puation of the election petition , the following en 

verified in the manner provided for the verification 
dorsement appears . 

in pleadings in the Code of Civil prxcedure . The 

same, 19 . the present, case , has not buto verificd : by 
" Solemnly affirmed at Mumbai this 24th day 

the election petitioner, and therefore , the copy thereof 

which has been served to the Respondent, along with 
of June, 1996 )" 

the other papers of the election petition , cannot be 

said to be a copy of the concise statemont which bas 
Below that endorsement, apocars the signature of 
Mr. Joshi, the learned Advocate for the Petitioner. 

to be in conformity with Section 83 of the Act, and 

therefore , the Election Petition is liable to be reject 
On the right hand side, below that, appears the 
following endorsement. 

ed in limine . 
" Beforc ne, 

13 . It was also the contention of Mr. Manohar 
M . R . Bangle . 

that the copy of the election petition Sorved to the 
24 -6 - 1996 . 

respondent is not a true copy of the original election 
Associate , 

petition which has been filed in the Court , inasmuch 
High Court, O . S., : : 

as at three places i.e . pages 20 , 75 and 77 , though , 
Bumbay " . 

in the original election petition , as now the respon 
deat finds , there is an endorsenient purportedly made 

by the Associate , High Court, 0 . S . Bombay in 
10 . So far as the cicction petition proper is con . token of the Petitioner having signed those pages in 
cerned at page 19 of the compilation of the elec 

her presence , and though those endorsements have 
tion petition , appears the signature of the election 

also been purported to have been dated by the Asso 
petitioner and the signature of the learned Advocate 

ciate, O .S ., High Court, Boinbay, in the copy of the 
Mr. Joshi. On page 20 of the compilation of the 

election petition served to the respondent, neither the 
clection petition , as said above , there is the verifica 

signature nor the name of the Associate has been 
tion made by the Petitioner as required to be done 

məntioned nor has been mentioned the date on which 
under Section 83 ( c ) of the Act lead with the pro 

the Associate purported to have made thosc endorse 
visions of Rule 15 of the Order VI of the Code of 

ments. Therefore, submitted Mr. Manohar, the 
Civil Procedure . Below that verification , on the 

copy of the election petition which has been served 
side, there is an endorsement which reads as follows : 

to the respondent is not a true copy of the original 

election petition , and therefore , there is an infringe 
" Solemniy declared at Mumbai ( this 21st day ment of Section 83 ( 1 ) of the Act which would entail 
of June, 1996 ) ” 

the dismissal of the election petition at the threshold 

under Scction 86 ( 1) of the Act. 
By the side of the endorsement, there appears the 
signature of the Petitioner . The endorsement and 14 . It is seen on a bare perusal of the electrific 
signature are below the verification as referred to petition that on all three pages i.e. 20 , 75 and 77 , 
above . Below the aforesaid endorsement, there is a there is an almost identical endorsement which reads 
signature of Mr. Joshi, the learned Advocate for the as follows : 
Petitioner. Slightly below , on the right hand side of 

“ Before me, 
the sigrrature of Mr. Joshi, there is a following en 

M . R . Bangle , 
dorsement : 

21 - 6 - 96 
" Before me, 

Associate , 
M , R , Bangle. 

O .S ., High Court , Boinbay." 
21- 6 -1996 . 
Associate , 

except that at page 75 the date is 24 - 6 - 96 instead 
0 , $ . High Court, Bombay" . 

of 21- 6 - 96 . 


- . - - 


. 


. 


- 


$ 76 and 72 petition cance which is 
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15 . It appears that, as required by the rules, the 
respondent has been served with two copies of the 
election petition . One sems to have been served per 
sonally through the Court machinery , and thic second 
hrough the registered post A . D . Both those copies have 
been produced by the respondent before this Courl. 
Onc has been produced by him along with his aflidavit 
in support of the Chainder Suminons, and the other 
has been produced along with the affidavit of Mr. I. C . 
Patel, which has been subsequently filed in the Court. 
It is not in dispute that these are the copies of the 
election petition which have been served upon the 
respondent. It is not also in dispute that these are 
the copies of the clection petition supplied by the 
election Petitioner for being served to the respondent , 
Insofar as the omissions, deficiencies and mistakes 
which are sought to be highlighted by the respondent 
for requesting that the clection petition should be re 
jccted under the provisions of Scciton 860 ( 1 ) of the 
Act, both the copies vre identical. I wouli, therefore , 
only refer to one of them viz . the one produced by 
the respondent along with his affidavit in support of 
the chamber summons . Is that cory at pare 20 , 
hough all other parts have been copied protahly by 
means of a zerox machine, the last endorsement in the 
original purporting to have been made by the Asso 
ciate is not the exact copy of that endorsement, so 
ar as the conv of the clection petition is concerned . 
At all relevant papes e . pages 20 . 75 and 77. the 
position is identical Tt is upon th conv of this endorse 
nent of the Associate that Mr. Manohar, the learned 
Counsel for the Respondent very heavily relier and 
zahmitted that so far as the conv of the election 
petition is concerned , it does not reflect the endorse 
nent purported to have been made to the Associate 
on the orioinal corrctiv and cxactly , and therefore , 
There is an infrinoemont of Seatinn 81171 of the Art . 
So far as the conv of the election ratition is concerned , 
that endorsement apnenra at all three relevant places 
. e. pages 20 . 75 , and 77 , is follows: 

" Before me, 

Sd./ 

Associatc , 
O .S . High Court, Buinhay. 
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caused prejudice to the respondent, and therefore , the 
doctrine of substantial compliance which is sought to 
be invoked by the petition can have no application . 
At pages 76 and 77 of the compilation of the election 
petition is the aflidavit of the petitioner. That alii 
davit is captioned thus : 

“ AFFIDAVIT ( FORM 25 , SEE RULE 9 + - A )" . 
Mr, Manohar, the leamed counsel for the respon 
dent submitted that though in the present case , it was 
not strictly necessary for the Petitioner to have filed 
an affidavit like the one which has been filed at pages 
76 and 77 of the compilation of the election pctition , 
for the reason that no corrupt practices within that 
cxpression , as used under Section 123 of the Act, has 
been alleged to have been committed either by the 
respondent or by his election agent or by any other 
person with the consent the resspondent or his election 
agent, however, as a matter of fact, the affidavit has 
becn filed by the Petitioner , and that affidavit is stated 
to have been filed in the Form 25 read with Rule 
94 - A of the Rules. therefore , the same would become 
the integral part of the election petition, and the 
Petitioner was required to supply to the respondent a 
true copy of that affidavit. As the endorsement at 
the foot of that affidavit in the copy of the election 
petition is not a complete endorsement the copy of he 
election petition served to the respondent is not a true 
copy of the original election petition , and therefore , 
also the Election Petition should be dismissed under 
Section 86 ( 1 ) of the Act. 

17. On behalf of the Petitioner, Mr. Chinai, the 
learned counsel, firstly subinitted that when Section 
81 (3 ) of the Act speaks of " a true copy " what is re 
quired to be supplied by the Petitioner is a copy which 
is substantially in conformity with the original and 
it is not necessary that the Petitioner should supply , 
far being served to the respondent, a copy which is 
exact like a photocopy of the original. According to 
Mr. Chinai, in the present case , the copy of the 
clection petition , insofar as the material parts thereof 
are concerned , has been supplied to the Respondent 
and that copy is substantially a true copy of the 
original clection petition , an dtherefore , the grievance 
now made by the respondent is ill founded , Mr. Chinai 
submitted that by the omissions in the endorsement of 
the Associate in the copy of the election petition 
which are sought to be relied upon by the Respon 
dent, no prejudice has been caused to the respondent 
nor has the respondent been in any manner misled , 
and therefore , also the Chamber Summons should 
fail. It was also submitted by Mr. Chinai so far as 
the concise statement at pages 70 to 75 of the compi 
lation of the election petition is concerned , that 
through , there may not be verification at the foot 
thereof in conformity with Rule 15 of Order VI of 
the Code of Civil Procedure , as that concise state 
ment forms part of the election petition , and as at 
the foot of the election petition at page 20 , there is 
a verification made by the Petitioner , the absence of 
specific verification below the concise statement can 
not prove fatal to the election Petition , 


its in cont the Petitont 
, a copycording 
to 


16 . Mr. Manohar , the learned counsel for the 
Respondent submitted that on all these relevant pages 
n the copy of the election petition served to the Res 
ondent, we do not find reflection of the sigature of 
he Associate , and we also do not find the dae, on 
which the Associate purported to have made that 
ndorsement in the original, though in the original, 
he date has been mentioned . Mr. Manohar therefore , 
rgued that the respondent would not be in a position 
o ascertain whether , as a matter of fact, these 
ndorsements had been signed by the Associate , O . S ., 
ligh Court, Bombay , and if they were so signed , on 
vhat date . According to Mr. Manohar , the respon 
ent would not also be in a position to ascertain 
whether the person , who purported to sign this 
ndorsement really , was the very person having the 
uthority to admirrister an oath to the deponant. There 
Ote , in the submission of Mr. Manohar , not only that 
he copy of the clection petition served to the respon 
fent is not a true copy, but also , the fact that it is 
lot a true copy has misled the respondent or has 


18 . I have heard the leamed counsel for the particis. 
Several authorities werc relied upon by the learned 
counsel for the Respondent. 


and he respondebligation d or not 


therefore 
the ele 20 wh 
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19 . Mr. Manohar , the Icarned counsel for the favour with the High Court and also with their Lord 
Respondent firstly relied upon the decision in the case ships of the Honourable Supreinc Court. Before the 
of M , Kamalam V . Dr. V . A . Syed Mohammed , report Supreme Court, the matter came before a Three Judge 
ed in AIR 1978 Supreme Court , page 840 . Relying Bench . All three Judges rendered separate but con 
upon this judgment, Mr. Manohar submitted that in curring opinions and all the three endorsed and 
affidavit , which is filed along with the election polition , approved the view that was expressed by the learned 
becomes the integral part of the election petition , and Single Judge of the Rajasthan High Court. 
therefore , once such an affidavit is fucc , vliether it 

21. In paragraph 6 of thự judgment rendered by 
was required to be filed or not, the Petitioncr woulu 
be under an obligation to furnish for being supplied 

the Hon ble Supreme Court, His Lordship Mr. 

Justice K . Ramaswamy has posed the question 
to the respondent an exact true copy of that afhdavit , 

foi 
and if the Petitioner commits default in this respect, 

determination as follows : 
as he has done in the present case , the election peti 

“ Thus in all the appeals, the only question thui 
tion would be liable to be dismissed under Section 80 

arises for consideration is : whether the copy 
of the Act for not complying with the requirements 

of the election petition accompanied by 
of Section 81 ( 3 ) of the Act. This judgment in 

supporting aflidavit served on the respec 
M , Kainalam s case itr clcar terms deposits that an 

tive respondent along with Form 25 pres 
afidavit , which is spoken of by the proviso at the 

cribed under Rule 94 - A of the Conduct oi 
end of sub - section 1 of Section 83 of the Act, is an 

Elections Rules, 1961 without attestation 
integral part of the clection Petition . In the present 

part duly verified by the District Magis 
caso , the election petitioner, though he was not tech 

trate / Notary / Oath Commissioner can bu 
nically required to file the affidavit has filed the afli 

said to be " true and correct copy " of the 
davit. The affidavit is stated to have been filed in 

election petition as envisaged in Section 
conformity with Rule 94 - A of the Rules and in Form 

81 ( 3 ) of the Act ? 
No. 25 . Thus , on the Petitioner s Ouvn showing , that 
is an affidavit which has been filed by him as per the 22. Their Lordships of the Supreme Court have 
requirements of the proviso appearing at the end of analysod various relevant provisions of the Act anci 
sub - section 1 of Section 83 of the Act. That affidavit the Rules. They have also considered the meaning oil 
therefore stands on the same footing as the otlier expression “ true copy ” . In paragraph 8 of the report, 
pages of the election petition on which Mr. Manohar this is what is stated : - -- " It would thus be clear that 
relies viz . page 20 which is the last page of the peti a true copy is a transcript identical to or substitute to 
tion proper and page 75 which is the last page of the the origiral but not absolutely exact copy . But 
concise statement. 

nobody can by any possibility, misunderstand it 10 
tc not a true copy. It is seen that 

the test, as stated earlier, is whether 
20 . Mr. Manohar , very heavily relied upon the by any variation from the original is calculated to 
decision in the case of Dr. (Smt.) Shipra V . Shanti mislead an ordirary person . When a petitioner is 
Lal Khoiwal, reported in AIR 1996 S . C ., 1691. That cojoined to file an election petition accompanied by 
was a case wherein four matters were decided aii affidavit duly sworn by the applicant duly verifying 
together . The main was the case of Dr. (Smt.) Shipra diverse allegations of corrupt practices imputed to the 
which arose from Rajasthan High Court. The judg 

returned candidate and attested by the prescribed 
ment of the learned Single Judge of the Rajasthan 

authority it would be obvious that the statute intend 
High Court from which the matter went to the 

ed that it shall be performed in the same manner as 
Supreme Court has been reported in AIR 1995 

prescribed in Form 25 read with Rule 94 - A of the 
Rajasthan Page 50 . In that case, the election of 

Rules. The attestation of the affidavit by the pres 
the Returned Candidate was challenged , inter alia , on 

cribed authority , therefore, is an integral part of the 
the ground of corrupt practice . An affidavit , as re 

election petition , The question , therefore , is whether 
quired to be filed , under the proviso in Section 83 copy of the affidavit supplied to the respondent with 
of the Act was filed . A copy of the election petition 

out the attestation portion contained in it (though 
along with the copy of the affidavit had been served 

contained in the original affidavit) can be considered 
to the Returned Candidato . Before the High Court, to be a truc copy ?" 
on behalf of the Returned Candidate, inter alia , it 

23 . Then the Court has considered the five propo 
was contended that the copy of the election petition 
served on the respondent along with the summons did 

sitions as have been laid down in the carlier judgment 

in the case of Mithilesh Kumar Pandey v . Baidyanath 
not bear the attestation / affirmation part , i.e . an 

Yadav, AIR 1984 SC 305 . 
endorsement by the Officer / Oath Commissioner admi 

The third proposition 
Mistering the vath / aftination to the petitioner. The 

enunciated in the judgment in the case of Mithilesh 
place and date of administering the oath were, also , 

Pandey is as follows : 
inissing. Omission to supply the endorsement part in 

" Where the copy contains important omissions 
the affidavit, which is an essential part of the affidavit , 

or discrepancies of a vital nature, which are 
which , in turn , is integral part of the election petition 

likely to cause prejudice to the defence of 
according to the respondent, in that case , constituted 

the returned candidate , it cannot be said 
the non compliance of Section 81 (3 ) of the Act and 

that there has been a substantial compliance 
rendered the election petition liable to be dismissed 

of the provisions of Section 81 (3 ) of the 
under Section 86 ( 1 ) of the Act. The contention found 

Act," 


the Courtaid 
down 


pandehird 
partie 
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The fourth proposition in that judgment rcads is 

26 . The above referral judgments make it amply 
follows : 

clear that the copy of the clection petition , which is 

rcquirvıl to he served on the respondent, has to be 
" Prima facie , the statutc lises the word " truc a true copy , mcaning thereby , it has to be a copy 

copy " and the concept of substantial comp which is substantially the reproduction of the original, 
liance cannot be extended too far to include Of course , insignificant omnissions in the copy may 
serious or vital mistakes which shed the have to be ignored , but, if there is omissions of the 
character of a true copy so that the copy vital nature in the copy , as compared to the original 
furnished to the returned candidate convot election petition , such omission cannot be ignored , 
be said to be a true copy within the meaning and if there is such an omission , it has got to be said 
of Section 81( 3 ) of the Act ." 

that the copy of the election petition served upon the 

respondant is not a true copy of the original. 
24 . Their Lorrlslips of the Supreme Court then 
referred to the decision in the case of Purushottajn 

27 . The question , j y cach case , would be whether 
V . Returning Officer, Amaravati , reported in AIR 

the omissions or mistakes or discrepanics op i vital 
1992 Bombay 227 , which is the judgment rendered 

nature sough to be highlighted by the respondent arc 
by the learned Single Judge (Qazi, J) of this Court. 

the omissions /mistakes , discrepancies of substantial 
Both , K . Ramaswamy, J and K . S . Paripooran , J in 

nature or not the judgments rcefrred to above 
separate but concurrcucy opinions have approved the 

clearly show tat if in the copy of the election petition 
judgment of the learned singlu . :idge of this High 

served upon the responent there is an omission as 
Court in the c ! se of Purushottam , and Paripooran , . . 

regards the endorsement by the prescribd authority 
after extensively quoting from the judgineat in the 

before whom the election petition is verified , such an 
Purushottam s case while adopting the observations 

omission is a vita ! crnission ud would entail the lis 
und reasonings of thc learned Single Judge of this High 

missal of the clection petition under Section 86 ( 1 ) of 
Court , has, in paragraph 22 of the judgment, sail 

the Act . 
that His Lordship would adopt the same observations 
as his own . Thus , the judgment, in the case of 

28 , Here , in the case before me, three different 
Purushottam rendered by the learncd Şingle Judge of 

nages of the original election pctitic 
this High Court, has met with whole hearted appro 

are required to 

he compared with the corresponding three pads of the 
val from the Supreme Court. Purushottam s case was 

copy on the election petition served to the respondent. 
also a case where a copy of the fidavit petition which 

So far as all those three pages are concerned (pages 
was served to the Respondent was found not to be a 

20 , 75 and 77 ) , the omission which is sought to be 
true copy, inasmuch as, that copy did not bear the 

hiolilighted on hehalf of the respondent is the same. 
name and designation of the Notary as also it did not 

The first mission consists of there being no signature 
contain the endorsement made under the signat:ire 

or name of the officer before whom the election peti 
of the Notary which of course fornd place in the ori 

tioner is said to have made a verification or affirma 
ginal affidavit. The learned Single Judge of this 

tion . The other omission which is highlighted by me 
High Court in Purushottam s case found that the 

respondent is that on all these threc nag s in the 
copy of the affidavit, which was served to the Res 

original election putitio .]. there apnears the date of 
pondent in that case , along with the copy of the 

endorsement, put by the Associate but in the copy of 
lection petition in that case , could not be said to he 

the electinn petition under the endorsement at the 
a true copy of the affidavit , and therefore , it is not 

corresnonding three places, on the relevant three pages , 
a true copy of the document which formed the inter 

110 date is found . 
ral part of the election petition , and therefore , there 
was non compliance of Scction 81( 3 ) of the Act which 

29. The question is whether these 
requirid disinissal of the election petition under Sec 

omissions are 
tion 86 of the Act. That vicw of the learned Single 

vital ? My 112swer to it, is in the affirmative, for the 
Judge of this High Court, as suid above , has found simple reason that ilough in the endorsement in the 
whole heartcd approval from the Supreme Court in 

original election petition , Mrs . Bangale , the Associate 
the decision in the case of Dr. (Smt.) Shipra V . 

of thiss Court has rut her signature , on the copy at the 
Chali 1,2 ] ( Supra ). 

corresponding Duges, there is only Sd )- written , and no 

date is to be found on the corresponding pages in the 
25 . In paragraph 11 of the judgment of the Sun copy of the election petition . The endorsemenris 
reme Court. in the case of Dr. ( Smt.) Shipra ( Supra ). made by the Associate have importance inasmuch as 
It s lydship K . Ramaswamy, J has observed as ſol the law requires the election petition 10 he verified 
ow s : 

in the manner prescribed for verification of plearlings 

in the Code of Civil Procedure. As indicated herc 
“ For that purpose . Form 25 mandates verifica 

inabove , so far as this Court is concerned , the plead 
tion before the prescribed authority . The 

inys have to he verified before the officer mentioned 
obiect appears to be that the returned can 

in Section 130 of the Code of Civil Procedure Of 
didate is 11 misled that it was got duly 

course, Mr, Manohar , the learned counsal for the 
verified . The concept of substantial comp 

tesnonitent submitter! that the Associate of this Hioli 
liance of filing the original with the clection 

Court is not a 0 :4th Commissioner for administerios 
petition and the omission thcreof in the 

the nth and therefore , she would not have andorry 
copy supplied to the returned candidate as 

to administer in oath to the denont. I think , that 
true cony cannot he said to be a curable ir 

submission cannot be allowed to prevail for it has 
regularity ." 

been in no uncertain terms held by thc learn¢d Single 
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the election petitiçaer has filed such an affidavit , that 
document should be treated to be surplusage . The 
argument cannot be accepted firstly for the reason 
that the election petitioner himself has purported to 
file that affidavit in Form No . 25 under the require 
ments of Rule 94 - A of the Rules, therefore , whcther it 
was incumbent upon the election petitioner to file guchi 
affidavit or not, the election petitioner, as a matter of 
fact, purported to file an affidavit in Form No . 25 of 
Rule 94 - A of the Rules , and therefore , as rightly sub 
niitted by Mr. Manohar, thc learned counsel for the 
respondent, affidavit should be treated to be integral 
part of the election petition . 


of the repas concernede ludge 


Judge of this High Court in the decision in the case 
of Pratapran Ganpatrao Pangar V , Ashok Apandrao 
Deshmukh & Ors. in Election Petition No. 3 of 1992 , 
decided on February 10 , 1992 that an officer of this 
Court who has been authorised by this High Court 
to administer oath is an Oath Commissioner under the 
Indian Oaths Act . Therefore, Mrs . Bangale would be 
Oath Commissioner who would have authority to ad 
administer the oath to the deponent and the verifica 
tion / affirmatiori made by the election petitioner before 
her could not be faulted hecause Mrs. Bangale had 
an authority to administer the oath . However, in the 
copy of the election petition , no name of the officer 
who adninistered the oath to the election petitioner 
or before whom the election petitioner verified the 
election petition or made affirmation is mentioned . The 
fact that the Petition is required to be verified , or the 
documents required thc affirmation before the pres 
crib : d authority cammiot be disputed . Once that is a 
tral position , the respondent would be entitled to 
know whether, as a matter of fact, the Petitioner had 
verified the contents of the election petition before the 
au jorised officer. The respondent would also be the 
entitled to know as to whether the officer , before whom 
the clection petitioner purported to have verified the 
clection petition or affirmed the documents, was 
authorised to administer the oath . All these facts, 
the respondent could know , only if the name of the 
officer before whom the election petitioner claims to 
have verificd the documents is made known to him . 
The respondent is not supposed to go to the Court 
office to wade through the original records and find 
out whether , as a inatter of fact, the officer or autho 
rily before whom the election petitioner purported to 
verify the petition or affirm the documents had put 
li s signature on the original document in takch of 
Those stocuments having been verified / affirmed dec 
lired by the election petitioner before him . Second 
ly , in order to know the date on which such verifi 
cation /affirmation / declaration was purported to 
have been made by the election petition - r, also the 
respondent was entitled to know that date, and there 
frore , the copy of the election petiion served o him 
should have contained the date and the place where 
the Associate purported to have put her signature . In 
absence of that date , in the copy of the election peti 
tion , the respondert would be at a loss to find ou as 
to on which date the election petitioner had either 
verified the election petition or affirmed or declared 
the documents before the Associate . In that event, 
there is clear prciudice caused to the respondent, and 
therefore the omissions at three places (i.e . pages 20 , 
75 and 77 ), unon which the respondent relies , are 
substantial omissions which would make the copy of 
the election petition served to the respondent not a 
true cony, 7d that would entail the disinissal of the 
cliction petition under Section 86 ( 1 ) of the Act . 


31. Secondly , in a very recent judgment, in the case 
of Jagannath Shindu Rahano V . Smt. Manisha 
Manohar Nimkar , in Election Petition No . 20 of 1995 
decided on April 18 , 1996 , a learned Single Judge 
(M . S . Rane, J) of this Court was concerned with a 
case where the clection of the returned candidate was 
challenged , not on the ground of corrupt practice but 
on the ground that the returned candidate did not 
belong to Scheduled Tribes . Therefore, in that case , 

trictly speaking, the filing of the affidavit , as spokeri 
of hy the proviso to sub -section of Section 83, was 
not necessary, and still , the election petitioner in that 
case had filed such an affidavit. The learned Singlc 
Judge considered the matter from the standpoint of the 
question whether the copy of the affidavit served to 
the respondent in that case was a true copy. In that 
context . in paragraph 34 of the judyment the learned 
Single Judge observed as follows : 


“ The petitioner has filed the affidavit in support 

of the election petition which is at pages 
33 - 34 . True it is that in this petition the 
petitioner has not taken up the ground of 
corrupt practice questioning the election of 
the respondent. But it would be besides 
the point. In the matter herein the fact 
remains that the petitioner has in fact made 
an affidavit and has annexed the same to the 
petition . We are concerned mainly whe 
thes there is a compliance of section 81 
of the said Act in furnishing a true copy of 
the netition . The various flaws in the copy 
of the petition furnished to the respondent 
have been noted hereinabove in para 14 to 
which there is no dispute and in my vici 
there cannot be also as the same are apra 
rent on the face of it ." 


Towards the later part of that very paragraph 34 of the 
judgment, the learned Single Judge hus observed as follows : 


30 . It was submitted on behalf of the clecticui deti 
ficher Mr. Chinai, that thr affidavit which the 
mlection netitioncr has filed is not an integral part of 
the election netition for the simnle reason that as no 
corrup : partice has been alleged in the electi pati 
tion , therefore filing of such an affidavit was not a 
mandatory requirement of law , and therefore , when 


" It is unclisputed fact that the affidavit forms part of 

election retition and the copy furnished thereof 
Hnos not indicate whether in fact the same was 
uffirmed by the petitioner. Same also does not show 
the name and designation of the affirming authority . 
In my view , these are serious lacunas and omissions 
on the part of the petitioner," 


( 071 - 


8 ( 11. , 
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Thus on authority also , as has been hold by the learned 
Single Judge , it is clear that even if the election petitioner 
was not roquired to file an afidavit, as spoken of the provi. 
80 to Section 83( 1 ) of the Act, he has filed such affidavit ; 
the copy of that aikidavit sçryad to the respondent should 
be a truc copy ; and if that copy does not show tho pane 
and designation of the afirming authority , that document 
would not be a true copy, and to put in the words of the 
loarned Single Judge, there would bo serious lacundo and 
omissions on the part of the petitioner . 


- - - - - 

- - 
83 ( 1 )(C ) of the Act, at the minimum , it has got to be said 
that the copy of the election petition served to the respondent 
would not be the copy of the election petition which should 
crinform to the requirement of Section 83 ( 1XC ) off the Act, 
and in that view of the niatter also , the election petition 
14.6uld be liablc to he dismissed . In the present case , the 
concisc statemcat las not been verified as required to be 
done under Section 83 ( 1 )( c ) of the Act read with Rule 15 
as imcndeci by the Bombay High Court in Order VI of the 
Code of Civil Procedure . 


34 . As result of the foregoing discussion , I find that the 
copy of the election petition supplied to the respondent is 
not a true copy of the original election petition , . Therefore , 
Ulic election petition is liable to be dismissed under Section 
86 ( 1 ) of the Act. The Chamber Summons is inade absolute 
in terrns of prayer (a ) and it is ordered that the election peti 
tion stunds dismissed under Section 86 ( 1 ) of the Act. A copy 
of the judgment be sent to the Election Commission of India 
and the Speaker of the Parliament as required under Section 
103 of the Act. 


35 . There shall be no order as to costs. The amount 
deposited by the Election Petitioner in this court shall bo 
returned to the Election Petitioner. 


36 . Issuance of certified copy be expedited . 


[No. 82 /MT-HP / 1 /96 ] 

By : Order, 
BABU RAM , Secy . 


यादेश 


32 . I lerefore , the copy of the affidavit (page 77 ) in the 
present case would stand on the same footing as the copy 
of the other two pages i.e . Pages 20 and 75 of the election 
petition . Even issuming for the sake of argument, 
that the flaw in the copy of the affidavit 
cannot be taken into account for the election 
potitionor was not obliged to fille such an affidavit, the flaw of 
the omissions in the other two portions in tho copy of the 
election petition viz. pages 20 and 75 , would in my opinion , 
bo sufficient to hold that the clection petition is liable to be 
rejccted under Section 86 ( 1) of the Act. 

33 . There is one more asrect of the matter which is re 
quired to be noticed . As pointed out horeinabove , at page 
75 of tho Original election petition , thero is no verification 
done by the election petitioner. From pages 70 to 75 of 
the compilation of the election petition , the election peti . 
tioner has produced the concise statement of material facts . 
The narration of the concise statement of material facts is 
completed at page 75 , ard below that, we do not find any 
verification having been made by the election petitioner, as 
mandated by clauso ( c ) of Section 83 of the Act read with 
Rulc 15 of Order VI of the Code of Civil Procedure , us 
amended by the Bombay High Court, Rulo 15 of Order VI 
of the Code of Civil Procedure , as pointed out herejnabove , 
inter alia , requircs the person verifying a pleading to specify 
by reference to the numbered paragraphs of the pleading, 
what he verifies of his own knowledge and what he verifica 
upon information received and believed to be true. It could 
not be disputed that the concise statement would be an tnate 
gral part of the election petition . As a mattor of fact, tho 
first requirement of the election potition , under Section 83 
of the Act, is that the election petition shall contain a concise 
statement of the material facts on which the petitioner relies . 
Thus, the concise statement is the first essential requirement 
of an olection petition . It is , therefore, an integral part 
of the cloction petition . Eoing an integral part of the election 
petition , by virtue of clause ( c ) of Section 83 of the Act , 
it is required to be verified in the manner laid down in the 
Code of Civil Proceduro for vorification of plcadings. In 
the present case , we do not find any verification having been 
made by the election petitioner or any other person compo 
tent to verify , so far as the concise statement is concerned , 
The copy of the election petition served to the Respondent 
ulso does not bear out the fact that the concise statement 
has been verified by the election petitioner of somehody 
else on his behalf who is competent to verify , and going by 
the Supreme Court dictum , in the case of Dr. (Smt.) Shinra 
V . Shanti Lal (Supra ), now it is clear that Sections 81 , 83 ( 1 ) ( c ) 
And 86 read with Rule 94 - A of the Rules and Form NO. 25 
are 10 he rear conjointly as an integral scheme. When so 
rond , if the Court finds on an obiection , being ratred hy the 
returned candidate , as to the inaintainability of the election 
netition , the Court is reouired to go into the question and 
decide the mreliminary objection . In case the Court does 
not uphold the same, tive rend to conduct trial would arise . 
If the Court unholds the preliminary chicctions, the clection 
retition would "mult in distruissal at the threshold , as the 
Court is lelt with no ontion except to dismiss the same. 


of forelt, 9 97, 1997 


AT 5 . 118. - - forafar TOTT # T HATUTE ET TOT for 
नीचे की सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 3 ) में यथा बिनिदिष्ट प्रत्येक 
अभ्यर्थी केरल विधान सभा के साधारण निर्वाचन 1996 
# GT FER ( 2 ) fafaf om famafia # 29 , 

14 sfafarfyra ofa fata , 1951 T OTT 
गए नियमों द्वारा अपेक्षित उक्त सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में 
यथा दशित अपने निर्वाचन व्ययों का लेखा दाखिल करने में 
असफल रहा है ; 


और यतः उक्त अभ्याथियों ने सम्यक सूचना दिए जाने 
पर भी उक्त असफलता के लिए या तो कोई कारण प्रपत्र 
स्पष्टीकरण नहीं दिया है या उनके द्वारा दिए गर अम्पादनों 
पर, यदि कोई हो , विचार करने के पश्चात निर्वाचन आयोग 
का यह समाधान हो गया है कि उनके पास उसन : 
के लिए कोई पयप्ति कारण या न्यायोचिस्य नहीं है . 


Thus as laid down hy the Supreme Court in paragraph 12 
of the judgment in the case of Dr. (Smt.) Shipra (Sunra ) 
it is now clent that sections 81, 83 ( 1 c ) and 86 ac required 

he read with Rule 94 - A of the Rules and Form 25 con 
inintly as an integral schenja . Therefore , though Section 
26 ( 1 ) of the Art Hoes not refer to Section 83 of the Art . hy 
Pirtue of this urnent. we have to read Secticar 86 of the 
1ct conjointly with Secticas 81 and 83 ( 1 )( c ) of the Act. So 
react, it uld lead to this that, if on the facts, the election 
petition focs not conform to the requirements of Section 

1499 GL97 - - 2 


अतः अब , निर्वाचन आयोग एतदद्वारा उक्त अधिनियम 
की धारा 10 क के अनसरण में , नीचे की मारणो के स्तम्भ 
( 3 ) में विनिदिष्ट व्यक्तियों को संसद के किसी भी सदन के 
या किसी राज्य /संघ राज्य क्षेत्र की विधान सभा अथवा विधान 
परिषद के सदस्य चने जाने और होने के लिए प्रादेश की 
rita t ita ad at Aitateſu to form fortfalfat 
# tar :- - 


442 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JUNE -28 , 1997 / ASADHA 7, 1919 


[ PART, IF - SEC.. kiii )] 


सारणी 


पम्मर मतुम्मयकस , 
पो . धानल 


- - बही - - 


- ., संसदीय /विधान निर्वाचन लड़ने वाले निरहंता का 
सं . सभा निर्वाचन अभ्यर्थी का नाम और कारण 

क्षेत्र की त्र.. स 
और नाम 


2 . 25 - --पेरावर नेचीक्काउन सदालावी 

पो . कीमपल्ली 


[ सं , 76/ केरल - वि . स . /97 ] 


1. 15 -- पेरावर सर्वश्री/ सुश्री लेखा बिल्कुल 

अतुम्मोकल कुरियन दाखिल नहीं किया 


मादेश से . 
बाबू राम, सचिन 


ORDER 


New Delhi, the 9th June, 1997 


O . N. 118. - Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that each of the contesting candidates specified in column ( 3) of the 
Table below at the Gencral Election to the Kerala Legislative Assembly , 1996 held from the constituency specified in column (2 ) against 
his /her namehas failed to lodge an account of his /hor election expenses as shown in column (4 ) of the said Tablo , as roquired by the Re 
presentation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules made thereunder ; 


And whereas , the said candidates have either not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failures even after duc notice , 
and the Election Commission , is satisficd that they have no good reason or justification for the said failure ; 


Now therefore, in pursuance of Section 10A of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the person specified in column 
( 3 ) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen as and for being a member of either House of the Parliament ary of the Logis . 
lative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of 3 years from the date of this order . 

TABLE 


S . No, & Name of Assembly 
No. Constituency 


Name and address of the contesting candidato 


Reason for disqualification 


1. 


1. 15 - Peravoor 


Account pot lodged at all 


S /Sh ./Ms. Ooothunmakkal 
Kurlan Chummar, 
Ooothummakkal, 
P . O . Chanal. 
Nechikkadan, 
Saidalavi , 
P . O . Koozhpally . 


2 . 15- Peravoor 


Account not lodged at all, 


[ No. 76 / KL- LA/ 97] 

By Order, 
BABU RAM, Secy. 


आदेश 

नई दिल्ली , 9 जून , 1997 
आ० अ० 119 . -निर्वाचन आयोग का समाधान हो गया है कि नीचे की सारणी के स्तंभ ( 2 ) में यथा विनिदिष्ट मध्य प्रदेश 
से विधान सभा के लिए उप -निर्वाचन , 1996 के लिये जो स्तंभ ( 3 ) में विनिर्दिष्ट निर्वाचन- क्षेत्र से हआ है, स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में उसके 
सामने विनिदिष्ट निर्वाचन लड़ने वाला प्रत्येक अभ्यर्थी, लोक प्रतिनिधित्व अधिनियम , 1951 तथा तबीन बनाए गए नियमों are 
अपेक्षित उक्त सारणी के स्तंभ ( 5 ) में यया गित अपने निर्वाचन व्ययों का लेखा दाखिल करने में असफल रहा है । 


और उक्त अभ्यर्थियों में सम्यक सूचना दिए जाने पर मो उक्त असफलता के लिए कोई कारण अथवा स्पष्टीकरण महीं पिया 
है भोर निर्वाचन आयोग का यह समाधान हो गया है कि उनके पास उक्त असफलता के लिए कोई पर्याप्त कारण या न्यायोचित्य नहीं है ; 
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मतः अब , निर्वाचन आयोग उक्त अधिनियम की धारा 10 क के अन सरण में नीचे की सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में विनिविष्ट 
व्यक्तियों को संसद के किसी भी सदन के या किसी राज्य की विधान सभा अथवा विधान परिषद के सदस्य बने जाने और होने 
के लिए आदेश की तारीख से तीन वर्ष की कालावधि के लिए निरहित घोषित करता है । 


सारणी 


M 


प्र०सं० निर्वाचन का विवरण निर्वाचन क्षेत्र की ऋ०० और निर्वाचन लड़ने वाले अभ्यर्थी निरर्हता का कारण 

नाम 

का नाम और पता 
- . ..- .. -.--...... . - - - . 
2 

5 
1. मध्य प्रदेश विधान सभा 81 -नौरोजाबाद ( अ . ज . जा . ) श्री रामकृपाल ग्राम पोस्ट घन- निर्वाचन व्यय का कोई भी 

के लिए उप -निर्वाचन , विधान सभानिर्वाचन क्षेत्र घटी जिला शहडोल , मध्य प्रदेश लेखा दाखिल करने में असफल 
1996 

रहा । 
2 . मध्य प्रदेश विधान सभा 81 -नौरोजाबाद ( अ . ज . जा० ) श्रीमती कमलेश ग्राम पोस्ट - आफिस निर्वाचन व्यय का कोई भी 

के लिए उप -निर्वाचन , विधान सभानिर्वाचन क्षेत्र निगहरी , जिला शहडोल , मध्य लेखा दाखिल करने में असफल 
1996 

प्रदेश 
3. वही - 

286 - - शाहपुर विधान सभा श्री चन्द्रशेखर जवाहर लाल -- ही 
निर्वाचन क्षेत्र 

पोस्ट डोई फोडिया तहसील 
बुरहानपुर , जिला बुरहानपुर , 
मध्य प्रदेश । 

[ सं० 76/म० १०/ 96 ( 9) ] 

आदेश से , 
एल० एच० फारूकी , सचिव 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- - - 


- 


- - - - - - 


ORDER 
New Delhi, the 9th June, 1997 


O . N .119 , -- Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that cach of the contesting candidate spocified in column (4 ) of the 
Table below at the Bye Election to Madhya Pradesh Legislative Assembly, 1996 as specified in column (2 ) held from the constituency 
specified in column ( 3) against his name has failed to lodge any account of his election expense as required by the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951 and the rule made thereunder as shown in column (5) of the said Table ; 

And, whereas , the said candidates have not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failure even after due notice and the 
Election Commission is thus satisfied that they have no good reason or jugtificati n for the said failure ; 

Now , therefore , in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the person specificd in column 
( 4) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen as and for being, a member of either House of the Parliament or of the Legis 
lative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of 3 Years for the date of this Order : 

TABLE 


SI. Particulars of Election 
No. 


No. & Name of 
Constituency 


Name & Address of contesting candidate 


Reasons for disqualification 


1 


3 


1 . Bye Election to Madhya 

Pradesh Legislative Assemb 
ly, 1996, 


Failure to lodge any account 

of Election Expenses . 


81 - Nowrozabad (ST) Sh . Ram Kirpal, 

Assembly Consti- Vill. & P . O . Ghunghuti , 
tuency 

Distt. Shahdol, 

M . P . 
- do 

Smt. Kamlesh , 
Vill. & P . O . Nighari, 
Distt . Shahdol, 


- do 


- do 


M . P. 


-do 


- do 


286 - Sahhpur Assemb- Sh. Chandrashekhar Jawaharlal, 
ly constituency Post Doifodia, Tch, Burhanpur , 

Distt . Burhanpur , 
M . P . 


[ No. 76/ MP/96( 9 ) ] 

By order, 
L . H . FARUQUL, Socy , 
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___ आदेश 

नई दिल्ली , 9 जून, 1997 
आ० अ० 120. यतः निर्वाचन आयोग का ममाधान हो गया है कि नीचे की मारणी के स्तम्भ ( 2 ) में यथा विनिदिष्ट 
बिहार राज्य से विधान सभा के साधारण निर्वाचन , 1995 एकबिहार विधान सभा का उप- चनाव , 1996 के लिए जो स्तम्भ ( 3 ) 
में विनिर्दिष्ट निर्वाचन क्षेत्र से हुआ है , स्तम्भ ( 4 ) मे उसके सामने विविष्ट निर्वाचन लड़ने वाला प्रत्येक अभ्यर्थी, लोक प्रतिनिधित्व 
अधिनियम , 1951 तथा नजीन बनाए गए नियमों द्वारा अपेक्षित उक्त सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 5 ) में यथाशित अपने निर्वाचन व्ययों 
का कोई भी लेखा दाखिल करने में असफल रहा है । 

और यतः उक्त अभ्याथियों ने सम्यक सूचना दिए जाने पर भी असफलता के लिए कोई कारण अथवा स्पष्टीकरण नहीं दिया है 
और निर्वाचन आयोग का समाधान हो गया है कि उनके पास उक्त असफलता के लिए कोई पर्याप्त कारण या न्यायोचित्य नहीं है ; 

अतः अब , निर्वाचन आयोग उक्त अधिनियम की धारा 10 - 2 के अनुसरण में नीचे की सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में दिष्ट 
व्यक्तियों को संसद के किसी भी मदन के या किसी राज्य की विधान सभा अथवा विधान परिषद के सदस्य चने जाने और होने के लिये 
३ म आदेश की तारीख से तीन वर्ष की कालाबांध के लिए निरहित घोषित करता है : - -- 


सारणी 


निरहिता का कारण 


पा०स० निर्वाचन का विवरण विधान सभा निर्वाचन क्षेत्र की 

ऋ०० और नाम 


निर्वाचन लड़ने वाले अभ्यर्थी 
का नाम और पता 

- - - - - - - - -- 


v 


- 


- 


-- 


1 


. 


2 


1 . बिहार विधान सभा के लिये 32जीरादेई बिहार 

साधारण निर्वाचन , 1995 


2. 


वही --- 


- वही 


3. — वहीं 


- -वहीं 


51 - लालगंज 


6. - वही -- 


- वही --- 


श्री अवध किशोर प्रसाद निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी 
ग्राम रेपुरा, पत्रा० जीरादेई लेखा दाखिल करने में असफले 
जिला सोवान बिहार । 
श्री माधो सिंह ग्राम - नथनपुरा , - - बही - - 
पो० भरतपुरा ,जिला - सीवान , बिहार । 
श्री रविन्द्र प्रसाद यादव 

वही 
ग्राम - सिधवल , 
पन्ना० तेतरिया , 
जिला सीवान , बिहार । 
श्री राम श्रृगार महनी, काजीपुर, - -वही 
धाधन, हाजीपुर, बिहार । 
श्री बलदेव प्रसाद साह करहरी , वही ---- 
भगवानपुर, बैशाली, बिहार । 
श्री विनेश्वरी प्र० सिंह 

- --यही --- 
परमानन्दपुर, पो० परखोली , 
वैशाली बिहार । 
श्री शम्भू यादव , ग्राम - समदा - - वही --- 
पोस्ट - साहेबान, जिला - सुपौल 
बिहार । 

श्री कमाल जावेद पो० गयास - वही - -- 
उद्दीन रामनगर भिखारी, नीलम 
रोड़, जिला--मुंगेर बिहार । 
श्री कामेश्वर नारायण मिश्र -- - वही - - 
स्व० ज्याला मिश्र . 
वासुदेवपुर, मुंगेर, बिहार । 


6. - - वही - - 


— वही . . 


7. - बही 


110 - राथोपुर बिहार 


8. ~~- वही - -- 


185 - मुंगेर 


9. - - वहीं --- 


- --- यही - -- 


-- -- --- - 


- -- -- -- - 


- - -- -- 


- - 


- 


- - 


. 


- 


I 


- - - - - 


- 


- - 


- - -- - - 


- 


- 


- - 


- - 


- - 


•- 


- 


- 


- . 


- 


- . - . 


. - 


भाग 


Esti 


भारत का 
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__ 1 


2 


3 


- 


- 


- 


. . 


. 


- 


- - - 


- .. 


- 


- 


- - - 


10. बिहार विधान सभा के लिए 185 मुंगेर 

साधारण निर्वाचन , 1995 
11 . वही --- 

-- वही - - 


12. ---वही - - 


- ~- वही -- 


13. 


वही -- 


186 - - जमालपुर, बिहार 


14. -- वही - - 


-~ - यही - - 


श्री गणेश यादव पो० अयोध्या निर्वाचन पयों की कोई भी 
यादव संवलपुर, मुंगेर बिहार । लेखा दाखिल करने में असफल 
श्री बच्चुराम पे० इश्वरी राम -- वही -- 
लालदरवाजा, मुंगेर बिहार । । 
श्री राजेन्द्र प्र० यावव पे० मोदी -- ही --- 
यादव मिलकीचक जानकी नगर , 
मुंगेर, बिहार । 
श्री कुलदीप नारायण मंडल -- - बही 
पे० गरीब नारायण मंडल 
पाशा टोसा , बरियारपुर मुंगेर , 
बिहार । 
श्री नसीम खां पे० असीम खां -- - बही - - 
मोहनपुर - खलासी महल्ला 
( जमालपुर) ,मुंगेर, बिहार 
श्रीमती बुन्बो देवी, पे० प्रेमचंद -- वही - - 
पासवान पठसैया पो० हरिणमार , 
विषनपुर अठसया , मुंगेर, विहार । 
श्री रामशरण यादव पे० स्थ० - वही - - 
रामेश्वर प्रसाद बड़ी परियापुर , 
जमालपुर, जिला मुंगेर, बिहार 
श्री रामस्वरूप पासवान पे० ----यही - - 
रीतो पासवान बड़ी प्राशिकपुर , 
जमालपुर, मुंगेर, बिहार । 
श्री मुन्नी लाल मांझी ग्राम - वहीं--- 
पोस्ट - साफियाबाद बैकुण्ठपुर , 
बिहार । 


15. - -- यही -- - 


- - वही -..-- 


16. - - वाही - -- 


- - वही - -- 


17. --वही---- 


-- - वही 


18. बिहार विधान सभा 

उप - चुनाम , 1996 


26 बैकुण्ठपुर , 
बिहार 


[ सं० 76/बिहार-वि० स० / 97] 

भादेश से , 
एल० एच० फारूकी , सचिव 


ORDER 


New Delhi, the 9th June, 1997 


And, whereas, the said candidates have not 
furnished any reason or explanation for the 
said failure even after duc notice and the Elec 
tion Commission is thus satisfied that they have 
no good rcason or Justification for the said 
failure ; 


O . N . 120 . - Whereas the Election Com 
mission is satisfied that each of the contesting 
candidates specified in column (4 ) of the 
table below at the General Election to the 
Bihar Legislative Assembly, 1995 and Bye 
Election to the Legislative Assenibly , 1996 as 
specified in column ( 2 ) held from the consti 
tuency specified in column ( 3 ) against his 
name has failed to lodge any account of his 
election expenses as required by the Represen 
tation of the People Act, 1951 and the rules 
made there under as showu in column ( 5 ) of 
the said Table ; 


Now , therefore, in pursuance of section 
10 - A of the said Act , the Election Commission 
hereby declares the persoas specified in column 
( 4 ) of the Table below to be disqualified for 
being chosen as, and for being a member of 
either House of the Parlianient or of the Legis 
lative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
state for a period of 3 years from the date of 
this order : - -- 
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TABLE 


$ . Perticulars of clection 


Number and Name Name and Address 
of Constituency 


Reason of disqualification 


No . 


3. 


Failure to lodge any account 

of election cxpenses . 


- do 


. . -do 


-do 


- do 


•do 


- do 


- do 


1 . General clection to Legis - 32 - Ziradoi (Bihar ) Sh . Awadh Kishore Prasad , 
lative Assembly of Bihar 1995 . 

Vill . Repura , 
P . O . Zeeradci, 
Distt. Siwan , 

Bihar . 
2 . - do 

Sh .Madho Singh , 
Vill . Nathanpura , 
P . O . Bharatpura , 
Distt . Siwan , 

Bibar. 
-do 

- do 

Sh. Raveendra Pd. Yadav , 
Vill. Sidhwal, 
P . O . Tetaria , 
Distt. Siwan , 

Bibar, 
- do 51-Lalganj (Blhar ) Sh . Ram Shringar Sahani 

Kajipur, Thathan , Blhar 
-do L ! -do 

Sh . Valdeo Prasad Sah , 
Karbari, Bhagwanpur, 
Vaishali, 

Bihar, 
-do 

- do 

Sh . Vineshwar Prasad Singh , 
Parmanandpur, 
Purkhauli, 
Vaishali, 

Bjbar, 
- do 110 - Raghopur (Bihar ) Sh . Sambhu Yadav, 

Vill . Samda, 
P .O . Sababan , 
Distt . Supaul, 

Bihar, 
-do 185-Munger 

Sh . Kamal Javed , 
S /o Gyash Uddin , 
Rampur Bhikhart, 
Ncelam Road, 

Munger, Bihar. 
9 -do 

185- Munger ( Bihar) Sh . Kameshwar Narayan Mishra , 

S / o Late Jwala Mishra , 
Basudeopur , 
Munger, 

Bibar. 
-do 
10. -do 

Sh . Ganesh Yadav, 
S / o Ayodhya Yadav , 
Sandalpur, 
Munger, 
Bihar. 

Sh , Bachchu Ram , 
-do 

S /o Ishwar Ram , 
Laldarwaja , 
Munger , 

Blhar . 
12 . 

Sb . Rajendra Pd Yadav, 
-do 

S / o Modi Yadav, 
Milkichak 
P . O . Jankinagar , 
Munger, 
Bihar. 


-do 


- do 


-do 


-do 


-do 


- - - - - 


- 


- - - 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


. 


- - . 


— 


1 - 


- 


- 
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- 


- 


- 


E 


- 


- 


- 


- - - 


- 


- 


M 


. 


Failuro to lodge any pocount 

of cloctiun expenses . 


- do - 


. 


13. General olection to Legls- 186 - Jamalpur Bihar. Sh. Kuldip Narayan Mandal, 
lativo Assembly of Bihar 1995. 

S /o Garib Narain Mandal, 
Asha Tola , Bariarpur , 

Munger, Bihar . 
14. - do 

Sh. Naseem Khan , 
S / o Ashim Khan, 
Mohanpur Khalasi, 
Mohalla , Jamal pur , 

Munger, Bihar. 
15. 
- do 
co. 

Smt. Bundo Devi, 
Wo Premchand PASWAN , 
Athsa iya 

P. 0 . Harinmar Bisa npur , 
Munger, 

Bihar. 
- do . 

Sh. Ramsaran Yadav , 
S / o Late Rameshwar Prasad, 
Barl Dariapur, Jamalpur, 

Munger, Bihar 
17 . do 

Sh. Ramswaroop Paswan 
S /o Rito Paswan 
Bari Ashikpar, Jamalpur 

Munger , Bihar 
18 . Byo -Election to Legislativo 

Sh. Munnilal Majhi 
Assembly of Bihar , 1996. 27- Baikunthpur S / o Raja Majhi 

Vill. - P. O . Saphiyabad, 
Baikunthpur , 
Bihar , 


-do 


- 


- 


- 


[ No . 76 / BR- LA/971 

By Order, 

L. H . FARURUI, Socy . 
प्रादेस 

__ मई दिल्ली, 9 जूम , 1997 
प्रा . म . 121.--~-यत: निर्वाचन आयोग का समाधान हो गया है कि नीचे की सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 2) में यथा विनिर्दिष्ट मिहार 
राज्य से लोक सभा के साधारण निर्वाचन , 1996 के लिए जो स्तम्भ ( 3 ) में विनिर्दिष्ट निर्वाचन - क्षेत्र से हुमा , स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में 
उसके सामने विनिर्दिष्ट निर्वाचन लड़ने वाला प्रत्येक अभ्यर्यो, लोक प्रतिनिधित्व अधिनियम, 1951 तथा तसीन बनाए गए नियमों 
द्वारा अपेक्षित उक्त सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 5 ) में यथा दशित अपने निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी लेखा दाखिल करने में असफल 


और यत : उक्त अभ्यर्थियों ने सम्यक सूचना दिए जाने पर भी उक्त मसफलता के लिए कोई कारण अथवा स्पष्टीकरण 
नहीं दिया है और निर्वाचन आयोग का यह समाधान हो गया है कि उनके पास उक्त असफलता के लिए कोई पर्याप्त कारण या 
न्यायोचित्य नहीं है ; 

प्रतः, अब, निर्वाचन प्रयोग उक्त अधिनियम की धारा 10- के अनुसरण में नीचे की सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में विनिर्दिष्ट 
व्यक्तियों को संसद के किसी भी सदन के या किसी राज्य की विधान सभा प्रयवा विधान परिषद के सबस जाने और होने के 
लिए इस आदेश की तारीख से तीन वर्ष की फालावधि के लिए निहित घोषित करता है : - - 

. सारणी 
क्र . सं . निर्वाचन का विवरण लोक सभा निर्वाचन क्षेत्र की निर्वाचन लड़ने वाले अभ्यर्थी निरर्हता का कारण 
क्र . सं . मौर नाम 

का नाम और पता 
- - - - । - - - - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - - 


- 


- 


4 -~ गोपालगंज बिहार 


श्री केशव प्रसाद , 
ग्राम , पो . व अंचल - कटेया , 
जिला - गोपालगंज , बिहार । 


निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी लेखा 
दाखिल करने में असफल । 


लोक सभा के लिए 
साधारण निर्वाचन , 
1996 


- - - 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- - 


- - - 


- 


- - 


- - 


- - 
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2. बिहार राज्य के लोक ममा 4-गोपाल गंज बिहार 

के लिए साधारण निर्वाचन 
1996 


निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी 
लेखा दाखिल करने में असफल 


3 - - वही 


- वही -- 


-- - वही - - 


- - बही - - 


-- - वही - -- 


-- -वही - - 


- - - वही - -- 


श्री गोरख चौधरी, 
प्राम - लक्ष्मीपुर, 

पो . -- हस्सेपुर, थाना -- भोरे , 
जिला -- - गोपालगंज , बिहार । 

श्री मिजामुद्दीन खां , 
ग्राम - पो . - सासामुसा, 
अंचल ---कुचायकोट , 
जिला - गोपालगंज , बिहार । 
श्री बलभद्र पटेल , 
ग्राम...- बुधसी , थाना - - महम्मदपुर , 
जिला - - गोपालगंज , बिहार । 

श्री रोशन हुसेन , 
ग्राम ---- फतेहपुर, थाना -- मीरगंज 
जिला - - गोपालगंज , बिहार । 
श्री विष्णुपय सिंह 

प्राम - समया 
पो०- पथरा 
जिला -- गोपाल गंज 
बिहार । 
श्री अमर नाथ पटेल 
ग्राम - मिस लिया 
पो . - देवरिया 
जिला -मुजफ्फरपुर 
बिहार । 


6 . 


- - वही ... 


- बही - - 


- वही - -- 


9-वैशाली बिहार 


- - पही - - 


__ 8. 


-- बही - - 


* यही - -- 


श्री उमेश प्रसाद 
ग्राम - साहेब गंज. 
पो . - करजील 
थाना - सहिबगंज 
बिहार। 


- - बही---- 


श्री किशारी प्र . साह 
ग्राम - पो . गौरोल 

पाना :गौरोल , 
जिला - वैशाली बिहार 


___ 10. 


--वही -- 


--- यहाँ.. 


- - - वहीं -- - 


11. 


बही 


- - बही - - 


श्री चन्देश्वर प्रसाद सिंह 
ग्रा . - रोशनपुर 
णे - पामापुर करियात काठी 
जिला - मुजफ्फरपुर . विहार 
श्री नरेन्द्र ठाकुर 
ग्रा . - मो . - असौसी 
थाना -क्रया 
जिला मुजफ्फरपुर 
विहार । 


- - .. 


- . 


. .. 


. .. 


- 


- - - - - 


- 


- 


- - - . 


. 


- 


- 


- 


- - - 


- 


- 


भाग } - sfiii ) ] 
- -- - -- - - - -- ----- ----- -- - 
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--- -- - - ---- 


- -- - - 


- - - 


- 


- 


- -- . .- - - - - - 


- . - 


- - 


- 


- - - - 


- - - - - -- - - 


- - - - - 


- - - - - --- -- - -- . -- .--- . - 


- 


- - 


-- - -- 


- 


- -- - - - 


-- -- - - - 


12. बिहार राज्य के लोक सभा 

के लिए साधारण निर्वाचन 
1996 


वैशाली 
बिहार 


निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी 
लेखा दाखिल करने में असफल 


13. 


--- ही -- - 


14. 


-वही 


- वही - - 


15. 


- - वही- ~ 


- वही 


श्री परशुराम राय 
ग्रा . - वरपुर जुनेदा 
पो , - मोतीपुर 
भाया - सुन्दर सराय 
थाना - मोतीपर 
जिला -मुजफ्फरपुर 

बिहार । 
श्री बलीन्द्र सिंह 
ग्राम - परमानन्दपुर 
पो . - पुरखोली 
जिला -वैशाली , बिहार । 
श्री महेश मिश्र 

ग्रा . - मधुकर छपड़ा 
पो . - सिंगार फुलकाहाँ साईन 
थाना - कोटी 
जिला - मुजफ्फरपुर 

बिहार । 
श्री रविन्द्र सिंह 

मा . - मोहन छपरा 
पो . - मुशहरी 
थाना - कथया 
जिला - मुजफ्फरपुर 

बिहार । 
श्री राज कुमार सिंह 
ग्रा0 - रामचन्द्रपुर 
पो . - नेकनागपुर 
जिला -मुजफ्फरपुर 
बिहार । 
श्रो राज प्र . गुप्ता 
ग्रा . - मानिकपुर 
पो , सरैया फैक्ट्री 
थाना - सरैया 
जिला - मुजफ्फरपुर 
बिहार । 
श्री राम जनम सहनी 
ग्रा . - असनगर विशुनपुर गंगा 
उर्फ बझटपुर 
पो . बकटपुर 
थाना - कांटी 
जिला - मुजफ्फरपुर 
बिहार । 
श्री रामानन्द अनार्य 
ग्रा . - बड़ी यूसुफपुर 
पो . - हाजीपुर 
जिला - वैशाली 
बिहार । 


16. 


- - वही --- 


17. 


- -मही - - 


- - वहीं - -- 


18. 


वहीं --- 


- - वही 


19. 


- -वही--- 


AIR GI/59 -2 - ---------- --- - - - ------- 
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- - -- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


-- - - 


- - -- 


- - 


- - - - - -- -- - - - 


- - - 


- - 


- 


- - 


- - - -- 


- - - - - 


- - -- - 


-- - - - - - - --- - - 


- - - - - -- - 


- -- - - - 


2 


- वैशाली बिहार 


20. बिहार राज्य के लोक सभा 

के लिए साधारण निर्वाचन 
1996 


निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी लेखा 
दाखिल करने में असफल 


-- बही - - 


-----यही ---- 


-- - वही - - 


----वही - - 


-- - बही - - 


23. 


- बही 


- - बही --- 


- - बही ---- 


श्री लखीन्द्र सहनी 

ग्रा . लक्ष्मी नारायणपुर 
विलनपुर 
पो . - मानिकपुर पकड़ी 
जिला वैशाली बिहार । 

श्री विद्यार्थी साह 
ग्रा . -गिजास 
पो . - जैतपुर स्टेट 
जिला - मुजफ्फरपुर 
बिहार । 
श्री शंकर किशोर चोधरी 
ग्रा . जदुना वरई टोला 
पो . हाजीपुर 
वार्ड नं . 13 
जिला - वैशाली, मिहार । 
श्री शंभू महनी 
ग्रा . -गिजास 
पो . - जैतपुर स्टेट 
जिला -म जप फरपुर 
बिहार । 

श्री शिव शंकर पथिक 
ग्रा .- धनुषी 
पो . - घटारो 
जिला -वैशाली 
बिहार । 
श्री सुनील कु . सिह 
ग्रा .- जगदीशपुर 
पो . - जारंग 
थाना -जिला - वैशाली 
बिहार । 

श्री सुनील कुमार सिंह 
ग्रा . - ठिकहां असकरी 
पो . -ठिकहां वासदेव 
थाना -कथैया 
जिला --म जफ्फरपुर 


-~~- वही-- -- 


25. 


बही 


26. 


-- वही 


- - बही - - 


- ~ वही - - 


बिहार । 


20 - सहरता बिहार 


--- बही-- -- 


श्री दखा सादा 
वार्ड नं . 6 - सुपौल 
पो . + जिला -- सुपौल 


विहार । 


-- --वही - - 


श्री रास बिहारी मंडल 
ग्रा , पो -वहारा 
थाना- . - मरोना 
जिला - सुपौल , बिहार । 


भाख का रामपत : . 2881997/ पापा 31910 
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1 


- - - --- - 


- - - -- 


- -- - - --- - - - - --- - - -- - -- - 


5 


25 - कटिहार बिहार 


29. बिहार राज्य के लोक 

सभा के लिए साधारण 
निर्वाचन , 1996 


निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी 
लेखा दाखिल करने में असफल 


श्री मिथिकेश कुमार झा 
ग्रा० -हरि प्रसाद 
पो . - मनसाही 
जिला - कटिहार , बिहार 


30. 


वहीं --- 


---- वहीं-- - 


- यही 


श्री सरफराज अहमद 
चौधरी मोहल्ला 
जिला - कटिहार , 
बिहार । 


31. 


-- वही --- 


लेखा विधि सम्मत ढंग से दाखिल 
नहीं 


श्री यमना भगत 
डहेरिया बगान 
पो . - डहेरिया मिल्स 
जिला - कटिहार, 
बिहार । 


32. 


26- राजमहल ( अ . ज . जा . ) 
बिहार 


निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी 
लेखा दाखिल करने में 
असफल 


श्री करन सोरेन 
पिता - श्री भैया सोरेन 
ग्राम - केसरोल 
पो . - पथना , 
जिला - साहेबगंज , 
बिहार । 


33. 


-- नही 


- - बही--- 


श्री नारायण टु 
पिता -मेघराव टुडू 
ग्राम - मयूरमोट्टी 
पो . -पथना 
जिला- साहेबगंज , 
बिहार । 


34. 


-- बही 


श्री राघव सोरेन 
पिता - कीमत सोरेन 
ग्राम - पाठगावा 
पो . - बड़तल्ला 
थाना - रांगा 
जिला - साहेबगंज, बिहार 


35 . 


- -- वही - - 


-- - वही 


श्री शाम एल मुरमू 
पिता - जीतराम मुरमू 
ग्राम - पो . - पुलभंगा 
थाना - बरहेट 
जिला - साहेबगंज , बिहार 
श्री शिव मुर्मू 
पिता - मताल मुर्मू 
ग्राम - नवडीह 
पो . -लिट्टीपाड़ा 
जिला -पाकुड़, बिहार । 


36. 


--वही -- 


- वही - - 


- - वही- - 
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- 


- 


-- 


- - - - - 


- -- -- 


- - - -- - - - - - - .. 


- .- . -- :- - 


निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी लेखा 

दाखिल करने में असफल 


लेखा विधि सम्मत ढंग से दाखिल 


नहीं 


- - वही - - 
--- वही - - 


- वहीं - - 


- ~-वही 


- - वही - -- 


37. बिहार राज्य के लोक सभा 26- राजमहल ( अ . ज . जा . ) श्री सिमोन सुधिर मालवा 
के लिए साधारण निर्वाचन , बिहार 

पिता - जोन मार्शल मालवा 
1996 

ग्राम - धरमपुर 
पो . -पथना 
जिला - साहबगंज , 

बिहार । 
36. वही 37 - बक्सर बिहार 

श्री कृष्ण कुमार मिश्र 
ग्राम - कनझरूपा , 

बिहार । 
39. -- वही 

-~- बही -- 

श्री नासीर हुसैन 
ग्राम - पो . - आशा पड़री 
थाना- सिमरी 

जिला - बक्सर, मिहार । 
40 . - वही 

- वही -- 

श्री भोला चौधरी 
ग्राम - पो . - दिवान के 

बड़का गांव 

जिला - बक्सर, बिहार 
41. वही 

- बही 

श्री ब्रह्म दयाल सिंह 

ग्राम - रोनी 

बिहार । 
42. - बही 

श्री रण विजय राय 
ग्राम - पो . - इश्वरपुरा 
थाना - शाहपुर 
जिला - भोजपुर, मिहार । 
श्री लक्षमण 

ग्राम - पो . - हरदिया 
थाना- जगदीशपुर 
जिला - भोजपुर 

बिहार 
- - यही 

श्री वशिष्ठ राय 
ग्राम - धोबही 
पी . - बन्नी , 

बिहार । 
45. - वही 

श्री मुनेवर सिंह 
ग्राम - मरिया (लदैया ) 
सुमरिया 
थाना - बिहियां 
जिला - भोजपुर , 

बिहार । 
46. - वही 

- बही -- 

श्री विद्या सागर तिवारी 
वार्ड नं . 8 
नाल बन्द टोली 
जिला - बक्सर , बिहार । 


- वहीं 


- वहा- - 


निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी 
लेखा दाखिल करने में असफल 


- -वही - -- 
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- 
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47. बिहार राज्य के लोक सभा 

के लिए साधारण निर्वाचन 
1996 


निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई 

भी लेखा दाखिल करने 
में असफल । 


48. 


- - वही - - 


- ~वहीं - -- 


38- सासाराम 

( म . जा . ) बिहार 


- वही - - 


-- - अधी - - 


38 - सासाराम ( अ . जा . ) 
बिहार 


श्री शिव नाथ पांडे 
ग्राम -पांडपुर 
पा . - निमज 
जिला बक्सर , बिहार । 
श्री कैलामा राम 
ग्राम- रामगढ़, 
पोस्ट - ममर जपुर 
थाना -- चनारी 
जि . - रोहताश बिहार 
श्री महेन्द्र राम 
ग्राम -पीपराडीह महरांव 
थाना -जिला - रोहताश 
बिहार । 
श्री लक्षमश पासवान 
ग्राम - कसिगावॉ 
पोस्ट - बंजारी 
थाना - जिला - रोहताश 
बिहार 
श्री सनेही राम 
ग्राम -कोचाड़ी 
थाना - भभुमा 
जिला - कमर बिहार । 
श्री चतुभुज ना . देव 
ग्राम - बहोरियाडीही 
पो . - गादी नवडीहा 
जिला -गिरिडीह बिहार । 


50. 


-- वही - - 


- बही - - 


-- -वहीं - -- 


51. 


- बही 


लेखा विधि सम्मत ढंग से दाखिल 
नहीं 


___ 52. 


-- वही - 


45 


-कोडरमा बिहार 


निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी लेखा 

दाखिल करने में असफल 


[सं . 76/ बिहार / लो .स .197] 

प्रादेश से , 
एल . एच . फारुकी , सचिष 


ORDER 


New Delhi, the 9th June, 1997 


And, whereas, the said candidates have not 
furnished any reason or explanation for the 
said failure even after due notice and the Elec 
tion Commission is thus satisfied that they 
have no good reason or justification for the 
said failure ; 


O . N . 121 . -- Whereas the Elections Con 
mission is satisfied that each of the contesting 
candidates specified in column ( 4 ) of the 
Table below at the General Election to the 
House of People from Bihar State 1996 as 
specified in column ( 2 ) held from the consti 
tuency specified in column ( 3 ) against his 
name has failed to lodge any account of his 
election expenses as required by the Represen 
tation of the People Act, 1951 and the rules 
made there under as sliown in column ( 5 ) of 
the said Table ; 


Now , therefore , in pursuance of section 
10 - A of the said Act, the Election Commis 
sion hereby declares the persons specified in 
column ( 4 ) of the Table below to be disquali 
fied for being chosen as , and for being a mem 
ber of either House of the Parlianent or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of 
a state for a period of 3 years from the date 
of this order . 
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TABLE 


Reason of disqualification 


S . Particulars of Election 
No. 


Number and Namo Name and Address 
of the Constituency 


1 . 


3 . 


$ . 


1. General Eloction to Lok 

Sabha 1996 from Bihar 
State 


Failuro to lodge any account 
of lection oxpensos . 


4-Gopalganj Bihar Sh . Keshav Pragad , 

Vill. + P . O . Circlo 
Kateya , 
Distt. Gopalganj, 

Bibar. 
- do 

Sh . Gorakh Chaudhary , 
Vill. Lachhipur, 
P . O . Huggopur, 
P . S . Bhoroy , 
Digit. Gopalganj, 
Bihar. 


-do 


-do 


3. 


-do 


- do 


- do 


Sh . Niazmuddin Khan , 
Vill. + P . O . Sagamuga Circle , 
Kucha ikote, 
Distt . Gopalganj, 
Bihar, 


-do 


-do 


-do 


Sh . Balbhadra Patel, 
Vill . Budhagi, 
P . S , Mahamod pur, 
Distt. Gopalganj, 
Bihar. 


- do 


- do 


- da 


Sh , Roshan Hussain , 
Vill. Phatehpur , 
P .S . Mirganj, 
Distt. Gopalganj, 

Bihar, 
Sh . Vighnudoo Sing , 
Vill. Jhajhwa , 
P . O . Pathra , 
Distt. Gopalganj, 
Bihar. 


- do 


- do 


-do 


-do 


9- Vaishali 


-do 


B. 


-do 


do 


do 


Sh . Amar Nath Patol, 
Vill. Misra ulia , 
P . O . Dooria , 
Distt. Muzaffrapus, 
Bibar, 
Sh . Umogh Pragad , 
Vill . Sa hobganj, 
P . O . Karnaul, 
P . S . Sahebganj 
Distt. Muzaffarpur , 
Bihar, 
Sh . Kishori Pd . Sah , 
Vill. +- P . O . Goraul, 
P . S . Gotaul, 
Distt . Vaishali, 
Bihar 


- do 


9 - Vaishali 


- do 


- do 


-do 


- do 


Sh . Chandeshwar Pd. 
Singh , 
vill. Roshanpur, 
P .O . Panapur Kariyat, 
Kanti, 
Distt. Muzaffarpur , 
Bihar , 


- - 


Y 


- 


- 


- 


TW 


: 


28 1997/474 


7 ; 1919 


4 5 

- 


- = : : 


- - - - - 


. - . 


=- 


- 


- - - - - 


- - - = 


= 


- - . - 


- .. - -- 

- - - - 


- - 


= 


-- - -- - 


- - 

- 


- - - 
- - - 


I - - - - - 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


11. General Election to Lok 9 - Vaishali Bihar . 

Sabha, 1996 from Bihar State . 


Failure to lodge any account 
of Election Expenses. 


- do 


-do 


- do 


-do 


- do 


- do 


- - - -- - - - 
Sh . Narendra Thakur, 

Vill. & P . O . Jasauli, 
P . S . Kathaiya , 
Distt. Muzaffarpur, 
Bibar . 
Sh . Parshuram Ray , 
Vill. Harpur Juneda , 
P . O . Motipur, 
Via - Sunder Sarai, 
P .S . Motipur , 
Distt. Muzaffarpur , 
Bihar. 
Sh . Balindra Singh 
Vill . Parmanandpur , 
P . O , Purkhauli, 
Distt. Vaishali, 
Bihar. 
Sh . Mahesh Mishra , 
Vill . Madhukar , 
Chhapra , 
P .O . Singar Fulkahan , 
Sinc , P . S . Kanti, 
Distt.Muzaffarpur , 
Bihar, 
Sh . Ravindra Singh , 
Vill. Mohan Chapra , 
P . O . Mushhari, 

P . S . Kathaiya, 
Distt ,Muzaffarpur , 
Bihar 


-do 


- do 


-do 


15. 


-do 


- do 


- do . 


- do 


- do 


-do 


Sh . Raj Kumar Singh , 

Vill. Ramchandrapur, 
P . O . Naknampur, 
Distt. Muzaffarpur , 
Bihar. 


- do 


- do ! 


Sh , Rajoo Pd. Gupta , 
Vill. Manikpur, 
P .O . Saraiya , 
Factory , 
P . S . Şaraiya . 
Distt. Muzaffarpur, 
Bihar , 


18. 


-do 


- do 


- do 


Sh . Ram Janam Sahani, 
Vill . Asnagar , 
Vishunpur Ganga , 
Urf. P . O . Bakatpur, 
P . S . Kanti, 

Distt. Muzaffarpur , 
Bihar , 


19. 


- do ! 


- do ! 


-So ! 


Sh . Ramanand Anarya , 
Vill. Bari Yusufpur , 
P . O . Majipur, 
Distt. Vaishali, 
Bihar , 


20. 


-So - 


. 


-do ! 


- do 


Sh . Lakhindra Sahani, 
Vill . Lakhmi, 
Narayanpuri, 
Vilappur , 
P . O , Manikpur , Pakari, 
Distt . Vaishali , 
Bihar . 
- - - - 


- - - - 


- - 


- 


- 


- - - - - - 


- - 


- - 


- 


456 

THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JUNE 28 , 1997 / ASADHA 7 , 1919 [PART 1 - SEC . 3(iii)] 
--- -- - - - - - --- -- - - - -- - -- -- - -- - - - - - - - -- ----- - -- - 

- - - - -- -- - . --- - - - - -- - - - -- - -- - -- 

5 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


9 - Vaishali Bihar . 


21. General Election to Lok 

Sabha , 1996 , from Bihar 
State , 


Sh . Vidyarathi Sah , 
Vill . Gijas , 
P . O . Jaintpur , 
State Distt. Muzaffarpur, 
Bihar, 


Failure to lodgo any 
Account of Election 
Exponses . 


22. 


-do 


-do 


- do 


Sh . Shankar Kishore Chaudhary , 
Vill. Jadhua Barai, 
Tola , P . O . Hajipur , 
Ward No . 13 , 
Distt . Vaishali , 
Bihar . 


23 . 


-co 


-do 


-do 


Sh . Shambhu Sahni, 
Vill. Gijas , 
P .O . Jaintpur, 
State 
Distt. Muzaffarpur , 
Bihar. 


24 . 


-do 


-do 


-do 


Sh . Shiv Shankar Singh Pathik , 
Vill. Dhanukhi, 
P . O . Ghataro , 
Distt . Vaishali 
Billar . 


25. 


-do 


- do 


- de 


Sh . Sunil Ku. Singh . 
Vill . Jagdishpur, 
P . O . Jarang , 
P .S . & Distt . Vaishali, 
Bihar , 


26. 


-do 


-do 


-do 


Sh . Sunil Kumar Singh, 
Vill. Thikhan , 
Askari, 
P . O . Thikhan Vasudeo , 
P . S . Kathaiya , 
Distt. Muzaffarpur, 
Bihar. 


27. 


-do 


20 - Saharsa Bihar 


- do 


Sh . Dukha Sada, 
Ward No . 6 , 
P .O . & Distt . Supaul, 
Bihar , 


-do 


-do 


-do 


Sh. Rash BihariMandal, 
Vill. & P . O . Barhara , 
P . S . Masauna, (Supaul), 
Bihar, 


- do 


29. 


25 - Katihar Bihar 


-do 


Sh . Mithilesh Kumar Jha , 
Vill. Hari Prasad, 
Post Mansahi, 
Distt . Katihar. 
Bihar . 


38 . 


-do 


Sh . Sarfraj Ahmad , 
Choudhri Malialla , 
Katihar, 
Bihar, 


31. 


-do 


Failure to lodgc any account 
of election Exps. in the manner 

resuired by law . 


i. amuna Bhagat, 
Deharia bagan , 
Post Deraria , 
Mills , 
Distt. Katihar 
Bihar . 
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- - 


- 


-- -- - - -- - 


- - 


- 


- 


- - - - - - 


- - 


- - 


- - 


26 –Rajmahal (ST) 


32. Gergal Election to Lok 

Sabha , 1996 from Bihar 
State 


Failure to lodge any account 

of election expenses. 


Sh. Karan Soren , 
S / o Bhalya Soren , 
ViU . Kesrolc , 
P . O . Pathna , 
Distt . Sahibganj, 
Bihar . 

Sb . Narayan Tudu , 
S /o Moghraw Tudu , 
Vill . Mayurohothi, 
P . O . Pathna , 
Distt. Sabibganj, 
Bihar . 


- do 


- do 


34. 


- do 


- do 


Sh . Raghav Soron 
S / o Kimat Soron , 
Vill. Achgewa, 
P . O . Bartalla , 
Distt. Sahibganj, 
Rihar. 
Sh. Shamuel Murmu, 

S /o Jitray Murmu, 
vfli . P . O . Phulbhanga , 
P . S . Bharhait, 
Distt . Sahibgan ), 
Bihar. 


-do 


do 


Sh . Shiv Murmu, 
S / o MatalMurmu, 
Vill -- Navadih , 
P . O . Litupara , 
Distt. Pakur , 
Bibar , 


37. 


do 


Sh . Simon Sudhir Malwa, 
S /o John Marshall Malwa, 
P . O . Patda , 
Distt. Sahibganj, 
Bibar. 


-do 


37 - Buxar 


Sh . Krishna Kumar Mishra , 

Vill Kanjharua , 
Bibar. 


Failure to lodgo any account 

of election Expenses in 
manner required by law . 


-do 


37 - Buxar Bihar 


do 


sh , Nasir Hussain , 
Vlll. - P . O . 
AshApararl, 
P . S . Simari, 
Dislt, Buxar, 


Bihar . 


40. 


-do 


-do 


Sh , Bohla Choudhary, 
Vill . - P . 0 . Diwan , 
Ko Barkagaon , 

Distt. Buxar, 
Bihar , 


-do 


do 


Sh . Brham Dayal Singh , 
VIŲ , Rauni, 
Bihar . 


-do 


- do 


Sh . Ranvijay Roy , 
VII. - P . O . Johwarpura , 
Bihar . 


- 


- - - 


- - - - 


- - - - 


- - 


- 


-- - - - 


01/9774 
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43. General Election to the Lok 

Sabha, 1996 from Bihar State . 


37 -Buxar Bihar. 


Sh . Lakshman Singh , 
Vill. +- P . O . Haradia , 
P .S . Jagdishpur, 
Distt . Bhojpur , 
Bihar. 


- - - - - - 
Failure to lodge any account 

of Election Expenses in 
manner required by law . 


- do 


Sh . Vapiath Rai, 
Vill. Dhobahi, 
P . O . Banni, 
Bihar. 


Failuro to lodgo any account 

of Election Expenses . 


Sh . Munowar Singh , 
Vill . Dumaria , 
(Lahaiya ) Bhumariya , 
Distt. Bhojpur , 
Bihar. 


Sh , Vidya Sagar Tiwary, 
Ward No . 8 , 
Nalband Toll, 
Distt. Buxar, 
Bihar , 


47. 


do 


Sh . Shiv Nath Pandey , 
Viu . Pandeypur, 
P . O . Nimej, 
Distt. Buxar, 
Bihar , 


48 . 


-do 


Falluro to lodgo apy account 

of Election Exponses . 


Sh . Kallash Ram , 
ylu . Ramgarh , 
P . O . Mamrajpur, 
P . S. Chogari, 
Distt. Rohtas, 
Blhar. 


49. 


-do 


Sh , Mohondra Ram , 
VII . Pipradlh , Mabraon , 
P .S . + Distt . Rohtas , 
Blhar. 


50 . 


-do 


Sh . Lakshman Paswan , 
Vill. Kashigawan , 
P . O . Banjari, 
P .S . + Distt . Rohtas, 
Bihar . 


51. 


do 


-do 


Sh , Sanchi Ram , 
Vill . Kocharbi, 
P . S , Bhabu , 
Dlatt, Kaimur (Bhabua ), 
Bihar, 


Failure to lodgo any account 

of Election Exps. in manuer 
cogd . by law . 


52. 


dom 


45 -Kodarma 


Sh . Chaturbhuj Na. Dco ., 
Vill, Bahoriyadih , 
P . O . Gadinawdiha , 
Dlatt . Giridih , 


Failuro to lodge any account 

of Election Expenses. 


[ No . 76/BR - HP /97] 

By Oeder 
L . H . FARUQUI, Secy . 


[ भाग II - - 


3 (iii )] 
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प्रादेश 


नई दिल्ली , 9 जून , 1997 


प्रा . अ . 122.---- यत : निर्वाचन आयोग का समाधान हो गया है कि नीचे की सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 2 ) में यया 
विनिर्दिष्ट लोक सभा तथा प्रसम की विधान सभा के साधारण निर्वाचनों के लिए जो स्तम्भ ( 3 ) में विनिर्दिष्ट निर्वाचन 
क्षेत्र से हुमा है स्तम्भ ( 4 ) में उसके सामने विनिविष्ट निर्वाचन लड़ने वाला प्रत्येक अभ्यर्थी लोक प्रतिनिधित्व अधिनियम 
1951 तथा सद्धीन बनाये गये नियमों द्वारा प्रसेक्षित उक्त सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 5 ) में यथा- शित अपने निर्वाचन व्ययों का 
लेखा दाखिल करने में असफल रहा है अपया अपेक्षित रीति से दाखिल करने में असफल रहा है । 


और यत : , उक्त अभ्यर्थियों ने सम्यक् सूचना दिए जाने पर भी उक्त असफलता के लिए या तो कोई कारण 
अथवा स्पष्टीकरण नहीं दिया है और निर्वाचन आयोग का इस प्रकार यह समाधान हो गया है कि उनके पास उक्त 
असफलता के लिये पर्याप्त कारण या न्यायोचित्य नहीं है । 


अतः, अब , निर्वाचन आयोग उक्त अधिनियम की धारा 10 - क के अनुसरण में नीचे की सारणी के स्तम्भ ( 4) में 
विनिर्दिष्ट व्यक्तियों को संसद के किसी भी सदन के या किसी राज्य / संघ राज्य क्षेत्र की विधान सभा अथवा विधान 
परिषद के सदस्य चुने जाने और होने के लिये इस आदेश की तारीख से तीन वर्ष की कालावधि के लिये निरहित 
घोषित करता है : - - 


सारणी 


निर्वाचन का विवरण 


संसदीय /विधान सभा निर्वाचन 

देश की 


मिपिन लगने वाले प्रभ्यर्थी का मिरईता का कारण 
माम और पता 


12 


1. लोक सभा के लिये साधारण 

निर्वाचन , 1996 


तेजपुर सं . नि .क्षेत्र 


रहे । 


2 . - वही 


14- लबिमपुर 


3. -वही 


4. - बही 


- वही 


श्री गोलोक नाथ , गांव व पो०मा० निर्वाचन व्ययों को कोई भी 
निज बिहागुडी , थाना तेजपुर , लेखा दाखिल करने में असफल 
जिला - सोनितपुर, असम 
श्री पदमेश्वर फुकन , गांव 

- बही 
चोमुभा गांव , पो . मा . 
जोरकाटा,जिला - धमाजी 
श्री जोगमोनी पुरिया , 
गोवन्नापम बेबजिया , बोरडाई 
बाम , जिला - लक्ष्मीपुर, असम 
श्री हिरण्य कु . पेगु, गांव 
दादाबारी, पो . प्रा . ककुरी 
पामुमा , जिला लक्ष्मीपुर, असम 
श्री के. खाजूसिंह, गांव सुदर्शनपुर, -वही 
पार्ट 2, पो . प्रा . सुवर्शनपुर, 
थाना - लाला, जिला -हैलाकण्डी , 
असम 
श्री खलील उद्दीन मीरा , 
हैलाकण्डी टाउन , वार्ड नं . 3, 
पो . पा . रत्नापर रोड, जिला 
हैलाकण्डी , असम 


- वही 


5 . मसम विधान सभा के लिए 

साधारणनियम , 1996 


हेलाकण्डी 


5 . - यही 


- वही 


- 


- 


. 


. 


. 


- 


. 


. 
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- 
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- 


- - 


- - 


- - - .- . -. . . 


- - 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


- 


6-हलाकण्डी 


7 . असम विधान सभा के लिए 

साधारण निर्वाचन 1996 


8 . - वही - - 


- वही 


9 . - नही 


- पही - - 


10. - वही - - 


- बही 


11. -- वही--- 


6- हैलाकण्डी 


12. - -- वही - - 


श्री चित्तरंजन चन्दा,कगरी गेष्ठ, निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी लेना 
पो . पा . और जिला- हैलाकण्डी , दाखिल करने में असफल रहे । 
अमम 

श्री नीलकान्त सिंघ , गांव चेंगबिल , -वहीं --- 
पो . प्रा . मदारीपुर ( लाला ) भाना 
लाला, जिला - हैलाकण्डी प्रसम 
श्री साहब उरीन चौधरी 

- - नहीं 
हैलाकण्डी टाउन , वार्ड नं . 3 , 
पो . मा . रतनपुर रोष , 
जिला - हलाकण्डी, असम 

श्री सरजन पांडे गांव प्रासेनाखल 
टी . ई. पो . पा . अऐनाखल 

-- - वही .. 
पाथा - लाला , जिला - हैलाकण्डी , 
असम 
श्री योगश्वर देब 

- --वही --- 
काचरी रोड, वार्ड नं . 9 , 
पो . व पु . स्टे , हैलाकण्डी , 
जिला - हैलाकण्डी , असम 

श्री जादव राजभर, पश्चिम 
किट्टरबांउ, पार्ट 1, पो . 
मोमारी पाना लाला - जिला 
हैलाकण्डी, असमः 
श्री हुसैन अली, खालिरा 

- - मही 
मानिकपुर पो . कृष्णई, असम 

श्री शाहजहां पली , गांव - ~ महो- - 
बारबडिया पो . फटेंगांपारा, 
जिला - गोलपारा, असम । 

श्री मायेन उद्दीन अहमद, गांव - - बही - -- 
व पो . मजमाव , असम 

श्री सैलेन शर्मा, गांव पथसाला - - वसी - -- 
टाउन , वार्ड नं . 4, पो . 
पथसाला, असम 
श्री प्रोमार फारक ; गांव 

- - बही 
साम्तीपुखरी बी . पी . पो . 
सम्तीपुखरी, साराबारी , 
जिला दारंग , असम 

श्री फरणा मेकी , गांव सेलपम , 
पो . धेकीपारा , जिला - दारंग , 
असम 


13. -- बही 


37-गोलपारा पूर्व 


39- अलेश्वर 


15. बही -- 


41- भवानीपुर 


16 . - बही 


42 -पाराछारकुछी 


17. 


बही -- 


66 - सिपाता 


18. - नही --- 


- ही --- 


19. -- नही -- 


- - पही - -- 


श्री जितेन परुमा , ग्राम 
बुक्ताबारी, मौजा- सीपातार , 
डाकघर व थाना सीपासार , 
जिला - दारंग , असम 


.. 


. - -- -- 


+ 


ET II .. गई ? 3 ( 11 ) 
... . - - -- - - - - -- -.-. ::.: : .. . .. 


- .- - - - 


- - 


. 


20 असम विधान सभा के 

गाधारण निर्वाचन , 1996 


21 --- वही - -- 


22 – बही --- 


23 – वहीं -- 
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3 

. . . - - - . 
67 - मंगलदोई ( अ . जा ) श्री अनिल दास बीजामख निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी लेखा 

मंगलदोई टाउन वार्ड नं , 2 दाखिल करने में असफल रहे 
डाकघर मंगलदोई जिला दारंग 

असम 
68- दलगांव विधान सभा श्री जाकिर हुसैन 

विधि द्वारा अपेक्षित रीति से 
निर्वाचन क्षेत्र 

ग्राम - बुरिगांव डाकपर लेखा दाखिल करने में असफल रहे 
घांसीमाल वाया खाल्पेटिया 

जिला दारंग असम 
77 - बहाली 

श्री माधव उपाध्याय 

निर्वाचन व्ययों का कोई भी लेखा 
गंगमौथान डाकघर 

दाखिल करने में असफल रहे 
गंगमीथान , जिला सोनितपुर असम 
- -यही 

श्री सुदर्शन खेरवार बीहमारी - बही -- 
जारानी, डाकघर बीहमारी 
जिला - सोनितपुर असम 

पिन-- 784179 
109 - बिहपुरिया श्रीमती पदमावती से किया 

- बही -- 
ग्राम - पटियाकुरी, डाकघर 
मोइवामिया, जिला लखीमपुर 
असम 
श्री रोबिन डेका ग्राम बेरिगांव - वही -- 
काबुमा मलगांव डाकघर 

धालपुर जिला लखीमपुर असम 
1 10 -बापोबोइछा श्री जीवा राजखोबा, 

- वही 
लाथीवपाथर , डाकपर 

नामोबाइचा, लखीमपुर, असम 
117 - लाहोबस 

श्री पूमाराम दास सोनिपटिया 
गांव -डाकपर, मोहनबारी 

जिला - रिवगढ़ , असम 
--- बही - - 

श्री ब्रजेश मिश्रा , निज : कनोई - - बही - - 
गांव -डाकघर , नानाधुली कानाई 
गांव लाहोबल जिला डिब्रुगढ़, 
असम 


24 -- वही -- 


25 -- वही-- 


27 -~~- ही -- 


27 -~- वहीं 


28 -- वही 


[ सं . 76/ असम/ 96] 

प्रादेश से , 
के . जे . राष , सचिव 


ORDER 
New Dolhi, the 9th June, 1997 


0 . N . 122. — Whereas, the Election Commission is satisfied that each of the contesting candidato specified in column (4) of the 
Tablo below at the general elections to the Lok -Sabha and Legislative Assembly ofAssem as specified in column (2) held from the consti 
tuency spocified in column ( 3) againts his name has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses /failed to lodge an account in the 
mannor es -required by the Representation of the poopel Act, 1951 and Rules and Orders made thereunder as shown in column (5) 
of the taid Tablo ; and 

Whoreas, the said candidates have not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failure even after dve notice and the Elec 
tion Commission is thus satisfied that they have no good roagon or any justification for the said failure ; 
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Now , therefore, in pursuance of Section 10A of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declues the persons specified in column 
(4 ) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of the Parliament or of the Legis 
lative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of 3 years from the date of this order : 


TABLE 


$ 1. 
No. 


Particulars of election 


No. & Name of 
constituency 


Name & ,Address of contesting candidate 


Reason for disqualification 


- 


- 


- 


- 


1 . Goneral election to Lok Sabha 9 - Tezpur 
1996 . 

Parliamentary 
constituency 


Failed to lodge any account 
of election expenses . 


1. 


2 . 


-do 


- do 


14 - Lakhimpur 

Parlamentary 
constituency . 


- do 


- do 


-do 


4. 


-do 


- do 


-do 


ShriGolok Nath , 
Vill, Niz Bihaguri, 
P . O . Bihaguri, 

P . S . Tezpur, 
Dist-scs . Sonitpur, 

Assam . 
Shri Padmeswar Phukan , 
Vill. Chamua Gaon , 
P . O . Jorkata , 
Dist . Dhemaji, Assan . 
Shri Jogamoni Chutia , 
Vit. Napam Bebejia , 
Bordoi Bam , 
Distt. Lakhimpur, 
Asgam . 
Shri Hiranya Kr. Pegu , 
Vill. Dadabari, 
P .O . Kekuri Pamua, 
Dlat. Lakhimpur, Assam . 
Shri & Khaju Singh , 
Vul Sudarshanpur, 
Part- II , 
P . O . Sudarshanpur, 
P. S . Lala , Dist. Hallakandi, 
Assam . 
Shri Khalli Udddin Mira , 
Hatakundi Town, Ward No. LIL 
P . Q . Ratagpur Road, 
Distt. Hailakandi, Assam , 
Shri Chitta Ranjan Chanda , 
Kachari Road , P .O . & P . S . and 
Distt. Hallakandi, Assam . 


-do 


5. General election to Assam 

Legislative Assombly, 1996 . 


6 -Hailaktardi 

Assembly 
constituency 


6 . 


-do 


-do 


- do 


- do 


Shri Nikanta Singha , 
Vlll. Chengbil, P . O . Madaripur (Lala ), 
P . S . Lala , Dist. Hailakandi, 
Assam . 


9 . 


-do 


- 


10 . 


-do 


-do 


Shri Sahab Uddin , Choudhury, 
Hailakandi Town , Ward No. III, 
P . O . Ratanpur Road, 
Dist . Hailakandi, Assam . 
Shri Sarjan Papdcy , 
vill , Addakhal T . E ., 
P . O . Agoakhal. P . Ş . Lala , 
Distt. Hallakandi, Assam . 
Shri Yageswar Deb , 
Cachari Road , 
Ward No . IX , 
P . O . & P . S . Hailakandi, 
Distt. Hailakandl, 
AQATD . 


-do 


11. 

- do 
Legislativo Assembly, 1996 , 
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- - - 


- - - - - - - 


- 


- 


- - 
3 . 
- - - 


- 


- - - - 


12 . General cloction to Assam 6 - Hailakandi 
Legislative Assembly , 1996 . Assembly 

Constituency . 


- - -- - - - - - - - - - - 
Failed to lodge any docount 
of election Expenses , 


- 

- 
Shri Jadab Rajbhar, 
Paschim Kittarbond, 
Part- I, P .O . Monachetta , 
P . S . Lala , Dist. Hailakandi, 
Assan 


13. 


-do 


37-Goalpara East 

Assembly constl 
tuency . 


Shri Hussain Ali, 
Khazırı Manikpur, 
P . O . Krishnai, 
ASSA . 


Failed to lodge the account in 

the manner required by law . 


14 . 


do 


39 Jaleswar 
Assembly consti 

tuency . 


Shri Shahjahan Ali, 
Vill, Badbadia , 
P . O . Fetengapara , 
Distt. Goalpara, 
Assam . 


-do 


41 - Bhabanipur 

Assembly consti- 
tuency . 


Shri Mayen Uddin Ahmed , 
Vill . & P . Majgaon , 
Asum . 


Fallod to lodge any account 

of election expenses. 


- do 


42- Patacharkuchi 
Adsombly consti 

tuency . 


Shri Sallen Sarma, 
vlil, Pathsala Town, 
Ward No. 4 , P / O . Pathsala , 
Agbam , 


17. 


do 


66 _ Sipajhac 

Assembly consti 
tuency . 


Shri Omar Faruque , 
Vill . Santipukhuri, 
BPO Santipukhuri Sarbari, 
Distt. Darrang, 
Assam . 


18. 


do 


- do 


Shri Karuna Medhi, 
Vlu . Selpam , 
P . O . Dhoklpara , 
Distt. Darrang, 
Agtam . 


19. 


-do 


: 


-do 


Shri Jiton Barua , 
Vil , Buktabari. 
Mouza Sipajbar, 

P . O . & P . S . Sipajhar, 
Distt. Darrang, 
Assam . 


20. 


do 


67- Mangaldoi (SC ) 
Assembly consti 

tuency . 


Fallod to lodgo the account in 

tho manner required by law , 


Shri Anil Das , 
Bogamukh, Mangaldoi Town, 
Ward No. 2 , P .O . Mangaldoi, 
Distt. Darrang , 
Assam . 


21. 


-do 


-do 


68 - Dalgaon 

Assembly consti. 
tіспҫу . 


Shri Jakir Hussain , 
Vil . Burigaon , P .O . Ghapsimaļu , 
Via Kharupotia, Dist . Darrang, 
Assam . 


22. 


-do 


Falled to lodge any account of 

cloction expenses. 


77 - Bohali Assembly ShriMadhab Upadhyaya, 
constituency. Gangmouthan , P . O . Gangmouthan , 

Digt, Sonitpur, 
Assam . 


do 


- do 


- do 


Shri Sudarshan Kherwar, 
Bihmari Jarani, 
P . O . Bihmari, 
Dist, Sonitpur, 
Assam , Pin - 784 179. 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 
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24 , General election to Assam 

Legislative Assembly , 1996 . 


109 - Bihpuria 
Assembly consti 

tuency . 


Failed to lodge any account of 
election expenses . 


Smt. Padmawati Saikia , 
Vill . Chutiakari, 
P .O . Moidamia, Dist. Lakbimpur, 
Assam . 


25. 


-do 


-do 


-do 


- 26. 


- do 


- do 


-do 


110 – Naoboicha 

Assembly consti 
tuency . 


Shri Roblo Doka , 
Viu . Borigaon, 
Kachua Majgaon, 
P .O . Dhalpur , 
Dist. Lakhimpur, 
Assam . 
Shri Jiva Rajkhowa, 
Lathowpathar, 
P . O . Naboicha , 
Lakhimpur, 
Assam 
Shri Punaram Das, 
Sanipatia Gaon , 
P . O . Mohanbari, 
Dist. Dibrugarh , 
Assam . 


- do 


-do 


117 - Lahowal 
Assombly consti 

tuency . 


28 


- do 


-do 


-do 


-do 


Shri Brojosh Mishra , 
Niz Kanai Gaon , 
P . O . Nagaghuli Kanai Gaon , 
Lahowal, Dist . Dibrugarh , 
Asgam . 


[No. 76 /AS /96 ] 
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